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ABSTRACT 

This manual was developed to assist the members of 
the Network o£ Alabama Academic Libraries in the library collection 
assessment that is now required by the Alabama Commission on Higher 
Education as a component o£ any proposal that an institution submits 
for new program review and approval. This assessment component 
considers the ability o£ the library to support the new program and, 
if necessary, identifies the steps required to attain adequacy in 
specific subject areas. The manual presents four different 
methodologies for assessing the collection: (1) compiling statistics; 
(2) list checking; (3) citation analysis; and (4) expert appraisal. 
Collection level codes developed by the Research Libraries Group, the 
American Library Association, and a coordinated collection 
development program in Indiana are provided for use in describing the 
collection, and suggestions for preparing the assessment report are 
offered. References are provided at the end of various sections in 
addition to the 36-item bibliography. Eight appendices include 
additional guidelines and information sources as well as sample 
reports. (EW) 
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FOREWORD 

Each academic Institution in Alabama exists tc serve the 
needs of ' ts cofwiunlty of users: students, faculty, 
researchers . The growth of knowl edge I n the twent I eth 
century and Increased demands for new fields of study havo 
required the creation of new academic programs to meet these 
needs. Consequently, libraries have had to expand greatly 
their collecting practices to capture the breadth and depth 
of Information required for existing and new programs. 

In 1985, the Alabama Commission on Higher Education 
enlarged the requirements for the library component or the 
proposal that each Institution must submit for new program 
review and approval. This component Includes an assessment 
of the ability of the library to support the new program 
and, if necessary. Identifies steps to attain adequacy :n 
the specific subject areas. One benefit of this requirement 
Is the opportunity f. the library faculty and tne 
departmental faculty to work together to Insure that 
students will be best served. Another benefit for the 
library faculty is the opportunity to learn more about 
existing collections and to gain a better understanding of 
the literature of each discipline. '^he process of 
assessment al lows the I Ibrary faculty to determine the 
ex 1st I ng col lection strength and to develop pol ides that 
will achieve and sustain the desired collection level. 
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The Network of Alabama Academic Libraries (NAAL) , a 
consortium of seventeen academic Institutions. Includes 
cooperative collection development in Its program 
objectives. To assist its members, the Network has prepared 
guidelines for completing the library component of the new 
program proposal. Success In completing these assessment 
reports enhance, staff skills and develops uniformity in 
assessment methodology that win strengthen the future 
cooperative collection development plans of NAAL. 

A Collection Development Committee, representative of 
the NAAL membership, was appointed to develop this manual. 
The members of the committee, both library directors and 
collection development officers. brought considerable 
expertise to the task. In addition, the committee used 
existing published works and outside professional expertise 
for I ts work . 

After the manual was developed for new program 
proposals, two additional applications for the assessment 
methodologies were noted. First, the rranual has been used 
In part as a guide by institutions undertaking the five-year 
cycle Of review of existing programs. Second, the manual 
has been used by NAAL members to provide the assessment 
Information required by NAAL in the writing of collection 
development proposals. Therefore, while the manual was 
written Initially to describe assessment methodologies for 
new program proposals. It has a broader application. 
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CHAPTER 1 

COLLECTION DEVELOPMENT FOR NEW PROGRAMS 

Collection development Is a planning funci;lon that is 
necessary for the systematic building of library 
collections. A relatively new specialty in library science, 
It Includes activities typically related to planning: 

1. Establishing mission and policy statements, 

2. Describing existing conditions, 

3. Reviewing strengths and weaknesses, 

4. Considering external and Internal factors &nd 
trends , 

5 . Sett I ng goa I s , 

6. Developing strategies to meet goals, and 

7. Evaluating success In meeting goy I s . 

The definition of collection development usually 
Includes such traditional functions as selection, 
acquisition, assessment, gifts and exchange, conservation, 
preservation, and weeding. it may also bv^ extended to 
include cooperative collection development activities 
through both formal and Informal resource shprin,-? efforts. 

This manual focuses on the planning activities needed 
for collection assessment: reviewing strengths and 
weaknesses, deveiooing goals, and developing strategies to 
meet goals. it was developed specifically to assist 
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Alabama's librarians, subject b I b M ographers , collection 
development officers, and other assessors prepare the 
library component required the Alabama Corrwn I ss I on on 

Higher Education (ACHE) a. ^ri of new program proposals. 
The library component evaluc.tes whether or not an existing 
collection adequately supports a proposed program's goals 
and, If not, outlines what needs to be done to Insure that 
*t will. If a collection cannot adequately support the 
propose*' program, the Commission may set conditions that It 
be made adequate prior to final app-ova I of the program. 

The Network of Alal^ama Academic Libraries (NAAL) 
Collection Assessment Manual describes a number of 
techniques which have proven useful In systematic collection 
assessment and r^'-esents a plan for completing the 
assessment. While originally Intended to provide guidance 
for assessments supporting new program proposals. It also 
has application for Institutional review of existing 
programs and for proposals undertaken for the NAAL 
collection development program. Further, the manual 
provides guidance In analyzing assessment aata, establishing 
collection development policies, and for presenting final 
reports of assessment fln^^'lngs. 

The newly-appointed assessor should have no difficulty 
applying the measurement techniques and procedures outlined 
In the manual. Assessment Is a complex process that Is not 
easily codified nor quantified; the measurements are not an 
end I n themse I ves . The most va I uab I e asset a new I y- 
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appointed or experienced assessor can ing to the process 
Is professional Judgment. It Is to the analysis and 
I nterpretat Ion of the data that the I I brar I an br I ngs 
expertise gained from knowledge and experience with library 
collections and users. The assessment procedure will 
provide the data to support the professional librarian in 
the decisions necessary to answer the questions which Me at 
the heart of the library component of the new r orram 
proposa I : 

1. What Is the existing collection strength? 

2. What Is the desired collection strength? 

3. How can the library attain the desired level? 

One outcome of the process of assessment: will be an 
Initial step toward a collection development policy for the 
subject under review. The assessment activities will 
clarify a number of Issues to define the scope of the 
collection and determine materials to be added to sustain 
the collection at the desired level. This Initial work can 
be Incorporated Into the library's collection development 
pol I cy . 
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CHAPTER 2 
PLANNING THE ASSESSMENT 

Each publ'c academic Institution in Alabama engaged In 
planning for a new program of study must file a proposal for 
approval by the Alabama Commission on Higher Education. 
ACHE has established a calendar for this process which 
requires submission of "new program proposals" followed by 
submission of "implementation reports." From the beginning 
of the process In the institution through the filing of the 
implementation report, there Is ample ^Ime for the library 
staff to complete the assessment for the library component 
of the proposa I . 

The library component of the new program review provides 
an In-depth evaluation of the existing collection with a 
determination of Its scope, depth, and quality. Preparation 
of the library component report has several stages: data 
collection. Interpretation of data, and report writing. 
Careful olanning of the entire process will insure a 
thorough, systematic assessment that fully meets ACHE's 
requirements as well as the library's needs for collection 
devel opment . 

Because ihe institution is proposing a new program, It 
Is highly unlikely that the library assessment will find the 
collection adequate to support the new curriculum. The 
library may draw on collections supporting complementary 



programs but will most likely find deficiencies which must 
be corrected. This Is entirely appropriate because the 
materials for the new program would have been out of scope 
under the Institution's existing curriculum and the 
library's collection policies. 

Adequate planning for the ?Si»essment can Insure Its 
completion In a reasonable time period and with minimum 
disruption of other library functions. During planning, a 
number of decisions can be made facilitate actual data 
collection and analysis. A sample work form, the Assessment 
Planning Form, is Included In the manual which Is Intended 
for the use of the assessor in planning the assessment. 
This form Is not part of tha documentation submitted to 
ACHE, but the Assessment Planning Form will help record 
systematically the Information needed during the assessment. 
Using the form should also help the assessor In discussions 
with the faculty of the department proposing the new 
program. These discussions will be critical In clarifying 
exactly how the program Is to be supported by the library 
and In determining the exact parameters for the subject area 
to be evaluated. 

Who does the a^tsessment? 
In most libraries, the assessor will be designated from 
staff assigned ongoing responsibilities for the development 
and ma I ntenance of the subject area under rev I ew . Job 
titles for this staff position may vary; the critical factor 
Is Involvement In collection development to Insure knowledge 
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of the field and familiarity with the oatterns of scholarly 
publication. Some libraries use a task force with various 
activities assigned to several staff members. If this 
latter style Is used, one person should have designated 
responsibility for overall coordination with responsibility 
for meeting deadlines and completing the assessment. 

Library administrators may realize that the sk i I I <; to 
undertake an assessment may not exist In current staff. 
Further, the time to carry out a thorough assessment may not 
be available In conjunction with ongoing Job 
responsibilities. In light of plans for coordinated 
collection development among the Alabama <academlc 
Institutions, the skill for collection assessment and 
manacement needs to be developed in existing staff or sought 
In new staff. Job descriptions and time allocations must be 
developed that will reflect an ongoing responsibility for 
assessment as a regular part of the academic library 
program . 

The library staff completes the library component, but 
It must be coordinated with the department proposing the new 
program. The departmental faculty will probably be the 
single most useful resource In planning the assessment. It 
Is Important that good channels of communication be 
established and maintained from the preliminary proposal 
through the final proposal stages. 
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How long will l» »s>i^ft7 

The time and effort needed for an assessment will vary 
with the field under Investigation and with the expertise of 
the assessor. An experienced assessor with good knowledge 
of the col lection and disclpl I ne wl I I certainly require less 
time than an Inexperienced assessor. An Interdlsclpl Inary 
program wl I I require more time than a single -lisclpl Ine. If 
a team approach Is selected, additional time may be required 
for communication and coordination among team members. Time 
will be required for Initial consultations anc< for 
discussion of results with the faculty of the department 
proposing the program. Finally, the assessment methodology 
selected can affect the amount of time required. 

In general, budget between 25 and 40 hours with 
allowances made for the various factors that can affect the 
process. Blaine Hall at Brigham Young University estimates 
that clerical staff can check about one citation per minute 
In the card catalog. He also estimates that fifteen hours 
would be required to create a 300- Item sample llst.^ A 
typical estimate might be professional time — 30 hours, 
clerical time — 8 hours. This would Include time for 
planning, analysis, and report writing as wel I as time for 
data collection. Librarians preparing assessments for the 
Research Libraries Group have estimated that 40 hours are 



Blaine H. Hall. Collection As<;^<;<; ment Manual for 
ColleQe and University Libraries. (PhoenIx: Oryx Press, 
1985), p. 5. 
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needed to complete a subject area In the RLG conspectus . if 
each library estimates time needed from the very first 
assessment done and checks against actual time used, an 
accurate scale to use for time estimates will be developed. 

Are there anv backgroun d rMdina materials? 
In the past several years, there has been an increased 
emphasis on collection development and this has resulted In 
a variety of excellent publications. The bibliography In 
this manual highlights background reading that every 
assessor should review before starting. Two essential 
publications are Guidelines for mii ection DRveiopmfint ^ and 
Manual for the North Amerlran in v entory of Research I Ibrarv 
Col lent Inns. ^ 

GUldgl I neS far — Col lent ion Development Is currently 

being revised to reflect the work of the Research Libraries 
Group In collection assessment. In the current edition, the 
recommended codes for describing collection levels and their 
definitions differ from the level codes established for the 
RLG Consnftrrilff- However, the new edition will incorporate 
much of the same language being used by RLG. The draft text 
for the collection code descriptions Is Included in Chapter 
4 of this manual. An excellent outline of the collection 



David L Perkins. Guide I Ine s for Col l^rt ir>n 
Develonment . (Chicago: American Library Association, 1979). 
3 

Jutta Reed-Scott. Manual f or the North Amerlnan 
I nventory of Research Librar y coliertions (Washington, 
D.C.: Association of Research Libraries, 1985). 
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assessment process. Guideline s for rmiectlnn neveiopment 
describes In detail the methodologies mentioned In this 
manual. The appendices Include a list of the LC 
class! *lcatlons used for the National Shelf I 1st Count, a 
list of citations and descriptions for various formulas, and 
an extensive bibliography. 

Tfie Manual for the North Ameri can inventory of Research 
Library Col lect lonr^ describes a methodology for completing 
an assessment which is based on the RLG Cnnspectus . it 
details the collection level codes and describes how an 
assessment should be Implemented. This manual Is essential 
for NAAL members developing the library component report for 
a new program proposal. 
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What needs to be done to complete a:i as sessment report? 



Martin Fa I gel, collection development officer at the 
University of Alabama, has outlined the procedures needed to 
complete a library component report: 

1. Consult with the department about the program. 
Obtain proposed program documents and course 
sy I lab I . 

2 . Ana I yze these i n terms of new demands on the 
library to decide whether the program adds an 
entirely new discipline or changes an acaderr.lc 
degree level for an existing program. (This Is 
fundament a I I n determ I n I ng what port I ons of the 
collection need to be surveyed). 

3. Review any existing collection development policies 
which apply to the subject area(s) . Wr I te a 
surrogate col lection development po I Icy statement 
for the subject, completing as much as possible on 
program scope and emphasis, related existing 
programs and resources, characteristics of the 
literature, audience, and any difference In library 
needs by type or levels of user, relevant LC and/or 
Dewey classes, and the desired collecting Intensity 
levels for these classes or subsets of classes. 

4. Consult with faculty and other librarians to select 
the evaluative method(s). 

5. Select the bibliographies (for list checking), 
source documents (for citation analysis), and/or 
consultant (for expert appraisal). 

6. Identify personnel to conduct the survey. Train 
staff In specific techniques as needed, provide 
them with an overview of the process and Its goals 
and objectives in order to elicit cooperation In 
what may be a project filled with drudgery. 

7. Prepare worksheets and forms for recording survey 
results, as needed. 

8. Establish a timetable. 

9. Conduct the evaluation. 

10. Analyze survey result,. Including estimated one- 
time and ongoing costs. 

11. Wr I te the ful I report. 
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Assessment Pi Win ning rorm 



During the assessment process a great deal of 

Information will be collected. The NAAL Collection 

Development Committee has developed an Assessment Planning 

Form to assist the assessor in organizing this Information. 

This form Is Intended for the use of the assessor and Is not 

part of the documentation submitted with a program proposal. 

The form organizes Information about the assessment and 

details the strategy for undertaking the work. 

Each element of the form Is described below. 

1- Date Assessment p^jft — A new program proposal can be 
filed with ACHE In January of each year. 
Implementation reports are filed with ACHE the 
fo I lowl ng January. i nst I tut Ions deve lop new 

program proposals well In advance of these 
dead I I nes and may ca I I for the I Ibrary component at 
any time. it will be helpful to establish with the 
department a date when the library component will 
be due. Be sure that enough time Is allowed for 
the completion of the library component. 

2 H^mS — af — Program nnd nen^rfnnftnt — T^> i o r.iay be a 
work I ng name or the f I na I name under wh Ich the 
proposal will be submitted. It may or may not 
reflect accurately the subjects to be evaluated, 
bJt It Is the Initial d-Bscrlptlon for the program. 
Record the name of the department for reference. 

3. Department rnntact Person. — it Is helpful to have a 
contact person des I gnated by the department to 
answer questions as they arise. This person should 
be familiar with details of the proposed program. 
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ASSESSMENT PLANNING FORM 

Date Assessment Due: 

Name of Program and Department:.^ 

Department Contact Person :_ 

Goals and Objectives of the Program: 

Description of Courses to be Offered (attach): 
Level of I nstruct I on : 

Collection Subject Areas (Use LC and/or Dewey 
Classification numbers along with subject descriptors) 

RLG conspectus Level Desired: 0 1 2 3 4 5 
Language(s) and/or other formats: 
Assessment Methodo I ogy ( i es ) Selected: 

Space/Fac I M t I es Needs: 
Staff Needs: 

Cooperative Arrangements: 

Estimate of library resources needed to complete the 
assessment : 

Proposed Start Date: 
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SOa-l^ and OblPrtlv^^ tha Prngn^m — g«^K pgW 

program proposal and Implementation report 

submitted to ACHE must clear I y define the goals and 
objectives of the new program. This Information 
can help establish the desired collecting level for 
the collection, any special ms^terlals or formats 
which may be required, and emphasis of the program 
for collecting purposes. It should also help 
outline the needs of users who will be relying on 
the col I ect Ion . 

Descrintlon of rourf^ft«t to be offorAd —if this 

Information is available, it can help define the 
limits of the collection that will support the new 
program. Course titles are often too broad; actual 
course descriptions can help refine the subject 
areas broadly stated in the overall goals and 
objectives. if available, attach a copy to the 
Assessment Planning Form. 

L evel of InstrtiOt i on ~ The degree offered In the 
program will Influence the desired collection level 
For a doctoral level program, the assessor may want 
to consider the background and research Interests 
of the faculty as another factor In determining 
collection limits. Different considerations may be 
given to thesis or non-thesis programs at the 
master's degree level. 

Co l l ection SublftCt Atfias.— The names of new 

P'-ograms do not always translate readily into 
subject descriptors used by librarians. The actual 
collection used to support a program may draw from 
many areas. if possible, describe the collection 
using LC or Dewey classification numbers and 
descriptors. This will be helpful in conducting 
Shelf I 1st counts of titles and In locating numbers 
of titles published In the field. Where possible, 
use subject categories from the RLG Consnffrfn;^ 
which assist In Identifying topics scattered by LC 
in future years, this will enable Alabama libraries 
to compare collections through the Instrument 
adapted from the RLG Consn^n»M«j Be careful to 
Identify any unclassified materials (such as 
government documents, major m'croforms. recordings. 
A-V formats, machine-readable databases, software) 
which may not be Included In the catalog of library 
mater I a I s . 
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RLG Conspectus level D^s i r^d . Th^ RLG Conf^nectijc; 
Is briefly described In this manual. Before 
starting the assessment, carefully review the 
Manual for the North American in ventory of Research 
CqI lect lonSt the collection level codes, and any 
aval lab le disci pi I ne-spec I f Ic supplemental 

guidelines. Then, select the level of desired 
collection intensity that matches the level of the 
program being offered. 

Lanauaoefs) and other Form^tft — ' ^ ass'^ssment and 
col lect Ion bul Iding pol Icles will be affected by 
the Inclusion of special materials In the 
collection, this should be noted In detail. 
Rel lance on conference proceedings, patents, 
government documents, or materials In languages 
other than English can have Impact on the 
assessmen t method© I ogy se 1 ected and on the 
eva I uat I ve Judgments to be made. The Pl.G 

collection level codes Include codes for language 
but not for other factors such as geograph I c 
coverage or materials ir non-print formats. These 
variations should be noted. 

Assessment MethodQloipv. — An Important decision made 
by the assessor will be the selection of a 
methodology or methodologies that will be used to 
CO I I ect the I n format Ion requ I red for an eva I uat I ve 
Judgment. in addition, the data collection process 
shou Id prov Ide suf f Ic lent I nformat Ion for 
correct Ing any col lect Ion weaknesses and 
establishing cost estimates to meet the desired 
col I ect Ion I ntens I ty . 

Space and Fi^ciiitles Need<; . „A<s<s^<s<inrQ generally do 
not Include facilities In an assessment directed 
strictly toward collection evaluation. There may 
be special circumstances, however, where space 
restrictions wl I I affect the co I 1 1 ct I on development 
plan. For instance. If the col I ec -.Ion will not f It 
Into a small department library. If the subject 
areas are housed in several locations and cannot be 
unified, or if additional space will be needed for 
such Items as audio-visual equipment, the assessor 
will want to note these. i f fac I I 1 1 les for the 
collection will have Impact on the program, then 
space needs should be Included In the library 
component report. 




12. Staff Needft. — staffing needs are also an optional 
factor for the I Ibrary component report. However, 
If there Is a clear need for additional staff In 
order to make these mater I a I s access I b I e, the 
assessor may want to state this In the report. 
Note; staff time can be reported as part of a 
full-time equivalent (FTE). 

13- Cooperative Armng^m^n^^^ ,-Ro<^^ifr^o Sharing enables 
I Ibrar les to rely on access rather than ownership 
for some materials. If the assessor plans to 
Include other collections In the evaluation^ these 
should be Identified along with the procedures 
through which access to these collections will be 
prov Ided. 

1"*- l " lbrarv Resources Needed to comn i ete thA 

As?^essment . — conduct l ng an assessment can be t Ime 
consum I ng , and It Is easy to jnderest I mate the 
contributions of staff and the time It will take to 
complete It. This Is especially true If scheduling 
problems occur. It will be helpful to detail what 
staff assistance and other resources will be needed 
and to schodule them In advance of the actual 
assessment . 

IS- Proposed start Date. — Record the scheduled starting 
date to Insure the assessment Is completed on time. 
The assessor takes Into consideration the schedules 
of staff Involved and the project work load. 

Completing the planning phase of an assessment 

essentially establishes the calendar. Staff can be 

scheduled and the deadlines will not seem so formidable. 

The assessor may also want to note when the Institution 

plans to file the completed proposal with ACHE, when ACHE'S 

recommendation will be received, and If approved, when the 

new program will start. This Information can be helpful In 

ant Iclpat I ng when funds for the new program will be 

aval lable so that additions can be made to the col lection 

and In knowing when students will be expecting to use the 

mater la I s . 



For Further Reading 
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and university LibraririS. PhoenIx: Oryx Press, 1985. 

n^agrlll, Rose Mary and Doralyn J. Hickey. Acau I s 1 1 Ions 
Management and CoMectl on Develonment In Libraries . 
Chicago: American Library Association, 1984. 

Mosher, Paul H. •'Collection Evaluation In Research 
L I brar I es : The Search for Qua I I ty , Cons I stency , and 
System in Collection Development." L I brarv Resources 
and Technical Services 23 (Winter 1979): 16-32. 

Mosher, Paul H. "Collection Development to Collection 
Management: Toward Stewardship of Library Resources," 
CoMectlon Management 4 (Winter 1982): 41-48. 

Perkins, David L. Guidelines for r p Meet I on Qevelopmenv . 
Chicago: American Library Association, 1979. 

Reed-Scott, Jutta. Manual for the No rth American Inventory 

Si — Research Library Col lert lop*^ Washington, D.C. : 

Association of Research Libraries, 1985. 



Two surveys of the literature related to collection 
management have been published and are useful for background 
I nf ormat I on : 

Nisonger, Thomas L "An Annotated Bibliography of Items 
Relating to Collection Evaluation In Academic Libraries, 
1969-1931 , " Colleat. and Re<^ earch Llbrarle*^ 43 (July 
1982) : 300-31 1 . 

Wlemers, Eugene, et al. "Collection Evaluation: A 
Practical Guide to the Literature," l I b rarv 

Acquisitions; Theory and Practice 8 (1984): 65-76. 
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Use of statistics I n an Aasftssment 
Most Of the assessment techniques draw on statistical 
sampling. The assessor will need to know how to determine a 
sample size, use a random number table, and create a sample. 
A basic statistics textbook can explain this procedure. 

Herbert Ark In' s HandbPPk of Samn llna for Auditing «nd 

Account I ng contains excellent chapters on "Selecting the 

4 e 

Sample" and "Determining Sample Size." A "Table of Random 
Numbers" for 120,000 numbers and a series of tables that 
provide sample sizes for vailous population sizes are 
Included In the appendices of the book.^ A valuable 
resource for the library staff In developing the sampling 
procedures will be other faculty who have expertise In 
statistics. Most will be glad to assist In developing the 
sampling procedures. 

Large samples do not necessarily mean greater accuracy. 
For example, a population of 1,000 citations might require a 
sample of about 170 I terns while a much larger population of 
500,000 Items might only require a sample of about 300 
citations. Try to develop a sample that will meet at least 
a 95% confidence level but not one that Is so large It 
Dccomes unmanageable to complete ail the checking. in 



Herbert Arkln. Handbook of Sampl lnci for Auditing and 
AJCQunt I ng- 2d. ed. (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1974): 
18- 24 . 

^ Ibld . , 74-100. 

^ Ibld . , 219. 
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addition, it Is possible to select a sample by drawing every 
"nth" Item (every 4th. 10th, for example) rather than use a 
random number table. 

In some subject areas, methodologies resulting In 
quantifiable data may be readily available. In others, data 
collection may have to rely solely on subjective Judgment. 
The assessor will have to determine what methodology or 
combination of methodologies will result in sufficient data 
for analysis. And f Inal ly. It f a I I s to the professional 
Judgment of the assessor to determine what Interpretation 
will be placed on the data collected and what report of 
col lection level will be made. 

Selecting An Assess ment Methodology 
The assessor should have an accurate understanding of 
the collection subject area to be evaluated in order to 
chose the appropriate assessment methodology. Initial 
consultations with the department should help define the 
limits of the new program. Once l broad understanding of 
the field has been reached, the assessor should describe the 
characteristics of Ihe literature m the field. Questions 
that need to be asked Include: 

1. What are the trends for scholarly publication? 

2. Does the field rely on monographs, serials, 
proceedings, etc.? 

3. Does It have a geographical or chronological 
emphas I s? 

4. Does the field rely on primary and/or secondary 
sources? 
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5. What is the relationship of older materials to 
cu'-rent research needs? 

6. }s there an emphasis on special formats, such as 
non-print media, documents, software, databases, 
etc . 7 

Some of this Information may be obtained from a guide to 
the literature of the field (if one exists). Interviews with 
faculty members and/or subject bibliographers, or may be 
drawn from the assessor's own experience. The 
characteristics of the literature can help In selection of 
the assessment methodology. If a good guide exists. It may 
be the ideal tool for list checking. A citation analysis 
may be needed if no suitable list exists or If reliance Is 
primarily on serials. A very broad, general field or a new, 
emerging field of study may be best evaluated by an expert 
consu I tant . 

MethQtiQiQQV 1; Compl I in o Statl^^t In^ 

Every library keeps statistics which can be used In an 
assessment. Statistics readily available may Include such 
measures as : 

1. Gross size counting total volumes or titles; 

2. Category size by counting holdings by areas such as 
monographs, serials, or other formats; or 

3. Growth size which would measure the rata of growth 
by counting volumes or 1 1 ties added annual ly and 
volumes or titles weeded annually. 

In addition, some libraries have completed statistics 

for such projects as the National Shelf I 1st Count. This 

project measures the shelf I 1st to determine the number of 

titles held by academic libraries for very specific LC or 

Dewey classification ranges. 

22 
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As a minimum the library component report mus'c include 
the number of monograph and serial titles In the collection 
supporting the proposed program. Libraries with automated 
systems may be able to obtain gross size and shelf I 1st 
counts from their system. If the assessment must establish 
shelf I 1st counts manually, che procedures developed for the 
National Shelf I 1st Count are recommended. This requires a 
sample of the shelf I 1st to establish an average number of 
titles per millimeter. The procedure used for the National 
Shelf I 1st Count project Is described In Appendix A. 

If statistics for collection size are not available, 
gross statistics for collection size can be estimated with 
the following procedure: 

1. Determine the LC or Dewey classification numbers 
used for the collection being evaluated. 

2. Measure the shelf I 1st In each of the classification 
numbers. Measure and record In millimeters. 

3 . Mu 1 1 1 p I y the average number of 1 1 1 1 es per mill I meter 
t Imes the mill I meters measured for the co I I ect I on . 
The collection size (C) equals the average number of 
titles per nfillllmeter (T) times the number of 
mill Imeters (M) : 

C - T X M. 

Note: If there are only a few titles in a 
classification you may want to ' ount rather than 
measure them. 

The Nat I una I She I f I I st Count stat I st Ics are be ! ng 
compiled by the Resources and Technical Services Division of 
the American Library Association. When published, this 
report will give the shelf I 1st count data for a number of 
academic libraries and can used to compare gross size of 
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collections with institutions offering similar programs. 
The Shelf I 1st count says little about quality but Is a rough 
comparison for size of collections. 

Comparisons of Acquisition Rates 

Consider using the Volgt formula"^ to establish an 
acquisitions rate for collecting current materials. The 
Volgt formula for acquisition rates can be used to estimate 
the reeded number of acquisitions of currently published 
Items and this rate can be compared to actual acquisitions. 
The formula model was designed for "general universities 
with extensive advanced graduate (Ph.D.) programs In a 
definable and broad array of fields.-® This formula also 
provides a means to estimate the budget amount needed to 
sustain the collection at the desired level. 

Comoarlsons with Numbers of Titles Published 

If the library has available the numbers of titles added 

by subjects and/or classifications being assessed, these can 

be compared to the annual scholarly publication In the 

subject fields. The Bowker A nnual of Library & Bnok Tr^Hp 
g 

I nformat ion reports stat I st Ics for the k lumbers of 1 1 1 1 es 
published In subject categories. The broad subject 

^Melvln J. Volght. "Acquisition Rates In University 
Libraries," College & Research Libraries 4 (July 1975): 
263-271 . 

^'ibld. , 266. 

9 

Bowker Annual of LIbrarv & Book Tr ade informatio n (New 
York: R. R. Bowker, published annually). 
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categories and the Inclusion of titles not suitable for an 
academic library limit the usefulness of this statistic for 
compar I son , 

Several companies offering approval plans for academic 
libraries provide management reports with similar statistics 
about the rates of scholarly publication and cost data such 
as net cost and average cost per volume. in an approval 
plan, a I Ibrary vendor supp I les books on approval to the 
Institution. The Institution keeps those It wishes to 
purchase. Carefully constructed profiles of the 

Institution's collecting policy enable the company to select 
which books will be sent on approval. Since the vendors 
handle a broad range of scholarly materials for their 
various customers, they are ab le to col I ect stat I st Ics 
related to the level of scholarly publication In many 
fields. Each company usually offers the Information about 
the rate of scholarly publication along with cost data at no 
Charge to libraries par 1 1 c I pat I ..g In their approval plan 
programs . 

The approval plan management reports provide timely 
Information on the publication of scholarly titles In a 
given subject or subjects. in general, these reports list 
the number of titles selected for treatment in the approval 
plan program. The listing may be arranged under a variety 
of subjects. In more detail than In the Bowker Annual . and 
may Include average list price data as well. These reports 
should be used careful ly since prof I les for each plan may 
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Include materials not suitable for the specific subject 
under review and this may affect the applicability of the 
statistics. If sufficient In-house data exists, the 
assessor can use the reports to gauge the level of 
acquisitions made by the library. This can be expressed as 
a percentage of available publications, e,g,, the library 
acquired 65 percent of the scholarly materials publl;,ned In 
the field In a given year. In addition, several years of 
reports may be used to determine level of publishing in a 
field. These numbers can be projected to future years and 
used to arrive at an estimated rate of publication and 
estimated cost to maintain the collection at the desired 
level. Appendix B contains a description of the management 
reports offered by Blackwell North America and Baker and 
Taylor, A management report Is also available from Ballen, 

Analysis of Data 

Absolute numbers do not, by themselves, reveal anything 
about quality. If a library has been carefully selected and 
maintained, the assumption Is that a larger collection has a 
greater likelihood of Including a higher number of desirable 
I tems , Abso I ute numbers can be compared to other I I brary 
collections or with the library itself for longitudinal 
studies. Caution should be taken In Interpreting such 
comparative data, however, since classification practices 
vary among libraries and even In the same library over time. 

The analysis of the data will depend on Its Intended use 
In the written report. Another factor will be how varied 
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the field Is In terms of the ranges of classification 
numbers used for It. The number of titles reported may be 
compiled Into one total for the entire field or may be 
maintained as separate counts for each subfleld. The 
assessor will need to decide which statistic will be most 
useful In the written report. 

Additional analyses In appraising adequacy which reau I re 
counting and compiling statistics might Include: the 
relative age of materials held In the collection, percent of 
growth of the collection, or completeness of serial runs. 
For age of the collections, the assessor should evaluate the 
recency of Imprints held In the collection. For percent of 
growth, the assessor will need to know the number of titles 
added and withdrawn each year. For completeness of serial 
runs, the assessor will need to know the number of volumes 
In a complete set and the number held by the library. 
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List Checking Is commonly used for evaluating library 
collections. List checking Is time-consuming and tedious 
but Is a widely accepted methodology for assessing quality 
of the collection relative to the quality of the list used. 
The advantages and disadvantages can be summarized: 

Advantages : 

1. There are a number of available comprehensive and 
special I zed I ists. 

2. Lists are often backed by the authority of expert 
selectors and/or editors. 

3. Many lists are updated regularly. 

^ '^^^ can be compiled to meet an 'immediate 
assessment need if a published, up-to-date 
authoritative list does not exist. 

5. The techniques for list checking are easy to 
adm I n I ster and can be carr I ed out by c I er lea I or 
student personnel. 

6. The results of list checking provides Information 
that can be used for acquisitions to strengthen the 
col lection. 

D I sadvantages : 

1. A list may have been used as a selection aid and 
should not be used for evaluation. 

2. Lists may be biased by the opinion of the expert 
selector or ed I tor and may not ref I ect accurately 
the curriculum needs of the new program. 

3. Lists ma.y not be up-to-date and recommended titles 
may be out-of-date or superseded by better works. 

4. Lists developed In-housc- require a great deal of 
time and expertise to compile. 

6. List checking Is tedious and time-consuming. 

Equally good or better works may be In the 
CO I I ect I on but not I nc I uded on the 3e I ected list. 
Limiting an assessment to one or more lists reveals 
nothing about holdings that are not on the list. 
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Types of Lists 

Many types of lists are available. The department 
proposing a new program Is an excellent resource for 
Identifying an appropriate list. The department may 
recommend a particular list that best represents its 
curriculum goals. Subject bibliographers In other libraries 
may have suggestions and the NAAL director can assist In 
Identifying a suitable list. Most lists may be classified 
Into one of several types. 

Standard — BtbMnQraphl#>fs and R«<^lc General Lists . — 
Standard bibliographies such as Books for Col lege 
LIbrar les^° and Guide to Referen ce Bonks ^^ have been used 
widely as buying guides and evaluative checklists. Most of 
these bibliographies recommend holdings for a basic 
undergraduate library and would be useful for assessing a 
program proposed for undergraduates. While these are 
updated regularly, care must be exercised in noting later 
works which supersede any editions in the bibliography. 

B I b I loaraph Ic Gu Ides . — There are numerous bibliographic 

guides which list the standard titles that form a core 

collection. Two examples are the Encyclopedia of Geographic 

1 2 

Information Sources and the Guide to the Literature of Art 

^°BQQks for CQlii>ge Libraries, 2d ed . (Chicago: 
American Library Association, 1975). 

^^Sheehy, Eugene P. Guide to Referenc e Books . 10th 
ed. (Chicago: ALA, 1986). 

1 2 

EncvclQoedIa of Geogra phic information Sources . 3rd 
ed. (Detroit: Gale, 1978). 
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1 3 

^^'Storv . other guides are listed in iiuldfi__tflL_fiftLPrfinCfi 
B£fik£ and Its supplements.^^ 

Catalogs — of Impgrtant CQj_LeiLLUina.--Librar les with 

outstanding and distinguished collections In certain fields 
Often allow the publication of their catalogs. These 
collections Include a depth and breadth that is probably 
most suited to evaluation at the research level. The 
printed catalogs generally reproduce the catalog cards and 
may inc'ude author, title, and subject access points. Care 
must be taken In analyzing a percentage as a measure of 
adequacy, since most of these collections represent 
Intensive, scholarly collecting in a narrow subject and will 
not include acquisitions past the publication date of the 
catalog. Two examples are the Cataioauft of th>i H>.rv/«rT l 
University Fine Arts Library the Foaa Art M..s>»in ^5 and the 
DlCtlonarv Chtninn of the Whitnev M . Young Jr. M#.mnrl>.i 
Library of Rnri a i yy^pK 

Publ IShffr LLaia.—Publ ishers Often provide lists 

arranged by subject of their current titles. These are not 
evaluative and merely reflect what Is available from a 
1 3 

Guide to the Llteraturf. o f Art History (Chicago: 
American Library Association, 1980). 

14 

Sheehy . 

1 5 

Harvard University. Catalogue of thg Harvard 
UnlversltV Fine Arts l IhrHrv. the Foo q Art Museum . (Boston: 
1. K. Hal I , 1971 ) . 

1 6 

Columbia University. Dictionar y ratalog of tha 
Whitney M. Yniinn Jr. Mr.m orlal Library of Social Work . 
(Boston, G. K. Ha II , 1980) . 
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particular publishing house. Some publishers Jointly 
prepare lists which may appear more select've but in reality 
are not. In addition, reprint publishers may publish titles 
In a reprint series selected from a given subject. For 
example, the Da Capo Press distributes a publisher's catalog 
titled Reprints of Music classics. This catalog of a single 
publisher lists Items the publisher has selected for reprint 
and for sale. The qua I I ty of these I ists varies. Some 
reprint publishers work with editorial boards or expert 
consultants to make available the best works In a field. 
Others may reprint titles without regard for quality. 
Another catalog, published annually for the American Library 
Association conference exhibits. Includes titles selected by 
publishers from their currently available titles. The 
Publisher's Book Exhibit appears to be a selective list, but 
the criterion for Inclusion is simply that the books are 
currently for sale. 

Current Lists <:^lf^^^ Pfi for Var lous Reasons . -^-^i | sts of 

best books of the year , award-wl nn I ng books, or books 
selected for a variety of other reasons are available. The 
usefulness of this kind of list Is limited by the selection 
criteria as well as by how well the purpose matches the 
curriculum needs of th^- new program. One example Is 
"Out stand I ng Academic Books and Nonpr i nt Maier 1 a I s" 
published annually In the May issue of Cho ice . 

LlSiS — Of Periodicals. — The bibliographic guides and 

standard lists for some fields include recommended 
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periodicals. Some periodical lists are available and may be 

arranged by one of several sequences: titles held by a 

library; titles kept and bound; titles by subject, language, 

region or other category; or titles covered by Indexing or 

abstracting services. Lists drawn from an existing library 

collection are only as good as the collection they 

represent. Lists developed by expert selectors and/or 

editors are as authoritative as the list creators. Some 

lists are authoritative and can je used as evaluation tools 

while others must be used with care or not at all. 

The standard b.riiography for serl^' i, Ui r Ich 's 

ln^ernat>Qnal Periodicals Directory. ''^ Should be used with 

caution, UI rich's Is Inclusive and does not evaluate 

quality. Many titles listed under a subject are not 

appropriate for an academic llbr?ry. However, Magazines for 
1 8 

Librar i es - is an evaluative list that Identifies major 
titles In a siioject. Because of limited coverage, the 
subjects available r.&y not always match the definition of 
the collection being assessed. 

The Science citation . idex Journ al Citation R&port ^^ 
ranks Jou-nals by the number of citations to them that have 
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^^Ulrlch's International Perlndlca ls Director y. ''.New 
York: Bowker. biennial). 

18 

BIN Katz and Linda J ernberg Katz, eds. Maaaz I nes 
for Libraries. 5tn ed . (New York t Bowker , i986). 

1 9 

Science Citation Index Journal Citation R#^nort . 
(Philadelphia: Institute for Scientific. Information, 
annua I ) . 
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appeared in Journal articles. These rankings are developeo 

from the Institute for Scientific Information publications. 

20 

SClenCg CI tat IQP LodfiX and social Sclfinne citation 

21 

Index , and the database, Arts and Humanities Citation 

l ndex > The Journal CI tat ion Report ref lects on ly gross 

numbers of citat ons and Is subject to bias wherj sei f- 
cltatlon Is practiced. The reports reflect wide usage and 
may not reflect local usage. There may not be a correlation 
between published citation counts and local use. 

The lists of periodicals indexed in a major Indexing 
or abstracting service have been used as an assessment tool. 

Examples include Educatio n Index . Saae Urban Studies 

23 o 
Abstracts . and Metallurgical Tra nsact I nn> . . To be an 

effective evaluation tool, the list shojid be selective. 
Further, no guidelines exist to determine what percentage of 
the total number of Indexed titles a library should hold. 

Author I zed — L I sts — core collections or recommended 
titles lists are prepared by some accrediting organizations, 
20 

Scler. :e Citation I nriiby (Philadelphia: Institute 
for Scientific Information, bimonthly with annual 
cumu I at 1 on I . 

2 1 

Social Science CI tat Ion inrisv. (Philadelphia: 
Institute for Scientific Information, issued three times a 
year) . 

22 

Education Index. (New York: H.W. Wilson, monthly 
except July and August). 

23 

Saae urban studies Abstracts. (Bever i y n i i i s : Sage 
Publications, quarterly). 

24 

Metai lurjlcal Tr a nsactions . (London: Institution of 
Metals, monthly) . 
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professional associations, and governmental agencies. These 
lists are primarily buying guides for a basic, core 
collection but may also serve as checklists to determine 
eligibility for accreditation. The assessor si.ould check 
with the department to determine if such a list exists— to 
use either for evaluation or for a buying guide If 
accreditation will be sought. The Alabama Commission on 
Higher Education will help Identify the appropriate 
accrediting organization and help determine if a core list 
has been published by it. Appendix C contains a list of 
accrediting organizations. 

In-House — LXala. — if a suitable list cannot be 
Identified, the assessor may create an In-house list. Such 
1 list Should be developed in consultation with the 
department proposing the new program and, if possible, with 
the advice of a subject bibliographer for the field. 

Procedures for List Checking 

In order to select an appropriate list (or lists) for 

the evaluation of a collection, the assessor needs to know 

the characteristics of the literature of the field. it Is 

helpful to consult with the faculty of the department and 

Jointly determine a suitable list. The assessor needs to be 

as accurate as possible in delineating a list that reflects 

the curriculum needs of the new program. A critical 

Judgment will be made by the assessor in considering lists 

that Tiarginaiiy match the subject area being evaluated. The 

quality of the assessment using this methodology can only be 

as high as the quality of the list used. 

34 
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The Ideal list used should parallel the categories used 
to describe the characteristics of the literature. its 
citations should reflect diversity among: 

1 . Monographs : 

a. Retrospective and current materials 

b . Pr Imary sources 

c . Secondary sources 

d. Standard sets 

e. Classics and critical editions 

f. Reference works 

2 . Ser I a I s : 

a. Monograph series 

b. Journals 

c. Newspapers 

d. Indexing/abstracting services 

3. Other Printed Materials: 

a. Dissertations 

b. Technical Reports 

c. Patents 

d. Government Documents 

e. Proceedings 

4. Other Format:-.: 

a. A i-Lual m.^terials 

b. Rt 

c. Ma.' 

d. Kits 

e . Software 

f. Machine-readable databases 

If the selectjd list Is not available in the assessor's 
library, It can usual / be obtained from another NAAL member 
on Interllbrary loan. If the list may be used later as a 
buying guide, It rray bo helpful to own a copy that can be 
marked lightly In pencil. 

The assessor can choose between checking 100% of a list 
or drawing a random sanr.ple. If the list Is short (less than 
several hundred entries) or Is to be used as ^ buying guide, 
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the entire list should be checked. If the list Is extensive 
and will not be used as a buying guide (or if time Is 
short), a random sample can be used. 

The actual checking of the list against the library 
holdings can be done by clerical or student assistants If 
they have had sufficient training. Guidelines should be 
developed m advance of the actual checking to determine 
When the library's holdings match the citations. Training 
Should Include the decisions relative to accepting later 
editions. reprints. critical editions. variations In 
Imprint, and so forth. There should be some professional 
supervision and checking of work In progress to Insure 
accuracy and efficiency. 

An Important consideration In list checking for serials 
Is the completeness, of the data It yields. A list 
Identifies the recommended serials titles and the 
methodology should allow Judgments relative to accessibility 
through Indexing and abstracting services, availability of 
backflles. and completeness of runs. if list checking Is 
used for serials holdings, the assessor should evaluate both 
access l b I l I ty and ayai labi I Ity. Accessibility evaluates the 
degree of coverage of serials titles In I ndex -s and 
abstracts. Including ownership of these reference tools by 
the library. Availability evaluates the completeness of 
holdings for titles Indexed and the exhaust I veness of the 
I Ibrary's backf I les. 
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The assessor should also check the availability of 

serials In off-cf.mpus locations and through resource sharing 

arrangements This Is especially Important If new titles 

will be added, or have been added recently, without 

backflles being acquired. The Nort h Alabama union t i^t of 
25 

Ser la Is lists holdings for over 15,000 serial titles In 58 
Alabama libraries. Additions are being made to the list to 
expand I ts coverage to I nc I ude ho I d I ngs from I I brar I es 
throughout the state. 

Analysis of Data 

The results of list checking are usually reported as 
percentages supplemented by the number of titles on the list 
and the number held by the library. Neither the raw numbers 
nor the percentages, by themselves, reveal anything about 
quCillty or adequacy. The assessor must Interpret the 
results In terms of the goals and objectives for the new 
program, collection level desired, and types of materials 
needed. The results m^y be displayed as tables or 
Incorporated into the text. 

Consulting with the faculty to discjss the relevance and 
usef u I ness to the new program of 1 1 1 1 es not he I d may be 
va I uab I e in deve I op I ng cone I us I ons f rom the data . The 
f acu I ty may want to stress current acqu I s I t Ions over 
retrospective holdings, serials over monographs (or Just the 
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The North Alabama Union \ 1st of <^Arl;»jl<t 
(Huntsvliie: Alabama Library Exchange, 1987). 
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opposite). Their preferences In how the collection will be 
used by their students and for their own research can affect 
the conclusions drawn for the new program proposal and for 
the policies that win govern additions to the collection. 



Example of a Table Resulting from List Check 



I ng 



TABLE 1 

HARTFORD SCIENCE LIBRARY 
RESULTS OF COLLECTION SURVEY: PHYSICAL SCIENCES 



GA 
6B 
GO 
Q 
QA 
QC 
6D 



Totals 



Total 
Entr I es 

27 
17 
32 
68 
12 

6 
17 

9 

188 



L I brary 
Hold I ngs 

15 
13 
25 
57 

8 

6 
11 

7 

142 



Percent 
Held 

56% 
77% 
78% 
84% 
66% 
100% 
64% 
77% 

75% 



A Baslfi Cnllectlon for thf> Phv^ir- ai sri^nn»^ 
(New York: Not Real Press, 1S01). 
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MethQdoiOQv 3: cit ation Analv?^i?^ 
The citation analysis methodology utilizes the 
bibliographic entries cited In a scholarly work or works. 
In the absence of a suitable bibliography for list checking, 
citation analysis provides a means to "tailor" a list for 
the specific assessment. While It has been described as a 
collection-centered technique, It has also been called a 
simulated user methodology because It simulates the use one 
researcher made of the literature for research. 
Advantages : 

1. Lists are easy to develop and can be "tailored" for 
a specific purpose (and program). 

2. The methodology la easy to apply. 

3. Citation analysis Is f I ex I b I e-^-the assessor has 
great leeway In focusing the evaluation and 
designing the sample. 

4. The methodology can be used wlt'T either monographs 
or serials or with a combination of both. 

D I sadvantages : 

1. Application of the methodology 's tedious and time- 
consum I ng . 

2. The methodology only reflects a user group that uses 
research to publish. 

3. The citation analysis Is limited by the sources 
c I ted by the author . 

4. Abstracting and Indexing services are usually 
excluded and secondary sources are under- 
represented. 

5. Citations may not be verifiable. 

6. Citations may be out-of-date. 
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The citation analysis may be limited by the author of 
the work being used to develop the sample list. if the 
author only cited a few "Important" works but actually used 
more, this limits the coverage of the assessment. r>ne 
articles may cite only the resources available In the 
author's library; this may result m a sample that !s not 
representative of the field. 

Citation analysis and I I st-check I ng share the 
disadvantage of sample citations being out-of-date. 
Pub! Icatlon has a bul l t- I n t Ime lag and some works cited may 
have been superseded, published in another edition, or 
reprint d. The assessor wll I need to decide how much weight 
or credit will be given when the library holdings do not 
exactly match the cited works. Determine when other works 
such as newer editions, reprints, etc. may be substituted 
for the work cited m the source document. Be cautious, 
though. In substituting for classic works or critical 
ed I t I ona . 

Procedures for Citation Analysis 

In a citation analysis, the assessor selects a source 
(or sources) from which citations will be drawn. This 
source should be selected In consultation with the 
department and subject bibliographers to Insure that It 
accurately reflects the program goals, curriculum content, 
and program level. Seiec*-lon of the source document Is a 
critical step for a successful assessment. 
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The citations to be used are checked against the 
holdings of the library. The assessor will need to decide 
If all the citations from the sour-:e will be checked or I f a 
sample will be drawn. Standard statistical sampling 
methodology should be followed If a sample Is used and 
several factors need to be considered: 

1. Sample SlZfi» — select a manageable sample that can be 
checked In a reasonable amount of time. 

2- Sample — content — Decide what the sample should 
conta I n . Monographs , ser la I s , other formats , and 
even unpublished sources are likely to be cited, 

3- Samp I e — duo l Icat inn . — Some citations are likely to 
duplicate others. Decide If any weight will be 
given to the need for owning materials with a higher 
rate of c I tat Ion. 

4- Sel f Citations. — Decide what weight will be given to 
self citing. A large number of citations may be to 
a relatively few number of sources, to the author's 
own works, or tc. articles In the same Journal, This 
Issue also needs to be considered during the data 
Interpretation and report writing phases of the 
assessment . 

Dec I s I ons will a I so need to be made about c I ted 
materials that will not be Included In the collection. For 
Instance, If the new program will not rely on materials In 
foreign languages, the assessor might want to take the next 
Item If the sample methodology draws an Item In a foreign 
language. The same might be true for unpublished materials 
(Including dissertations) If these materials would not be 
collected by the library for the new program. 

It Is recommended that the assessor keep dup I Icate 
citations In the sample since the library should probably 
own frequently cited materials. If multiple sources are 
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used to draw the sample, the likelihood of duplicate 
citations IS Increased. Where poss I b I e. It Is preferable to 
use a single source document, since serials may not be held 
In complete runs. citations to different articles In 
duplicate serial ftles should be Included and checked. 

Another procedural problem is unverlfiable citations. 
Citations are not always given accurately In published 
sources. The assessor will need to decide If the number of 
works not found In the collection warrants verification of 
the citations and rechecklng. if the number of Items rot 
held Is small, this will probably not be necessary. in 
reporting the findings, the number of unuseable citations 
should be noted. 

Since a citation analysis checks entries used for 
research in a given field. it may not be the most 
appropriate technique for evaluating a collection Intended 
to support teaching at the undergraduate level. Researchers 
do not usually cite the basic texts and standard works that 
would be familiar to other researchers. The methodology Is. 
however, a valid tool for evaluating a collection Intended 
to support research. 

Analysis of Data 

The results of a citation analysis, like list checking, 
can be reported as a tfibie or Incorporated into text. if a 
table Is used, the assessor should Include the source of the 
citations, the total number available, the sample size, the 
number held, and the percentages this represents. If some 
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citations were not verifiable, the number of these should be 
noted. The assessor must Interpret the meaning of these 
percentages. 

MethOdQioQV 4: Fv nert Annralsg l 
There will be times when direct expert appraisal may be 
the preferred assessment technique. This technique requires 
an expert or experts—subject specialists, scholars In the 
fleld(s), librarians — who evaluate the collection. The 
report reflects the Judgment of the consultant or 
consultants relative to the abl I Ity of the col lection to 
support the new program. Such reports usually analyze the 
size, scope, depth, and significance of the collection. 
They may also Include Judgments relative to the physical 
condition of the collection. 

The basic requirement for this technique Is the 
Identification and selection of a qualified expert since the 
results depend entirely on the experience of the evaluator 
and the level of his or her ability. The expert must be 
knowledgeable about the scholarly content of the subject 
taught ! n the new program and must have an I n^depth 
knowledge of the resources required to support It. An 
expert asked to consult should have no vested Interest In 
the outcoine of the report. 

Expert appraisal has been used effectively with broad 
general programs of study which are likely to draw on a 
large portion of the total collection. An expert opinion, 
drawn perhaps from an accreditation visitation by the 
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Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, Is a valid 
measure. The advantages and disadvantages of using expert 
appraisal as a methodology for collection assessment 
1 nc I ude : 

Advantages : 

1. This kind of evaluation can usually be accomplished 
very qu I ck I y . 

2. An expert app.alsal does not require In-house 
expertise and does not require extensive In-house 
staff time. 

3. The method can be used with any library collection 
or subject area. 

D I sadvantages : 

1. Experts knowledgeable In a subject are essential and 
may be difficult to identify. 

2. Materials not on the shelf may be missed. 

3. The methodology resides In the expert and may not 
follow quantitative methods that yield data useful 
for subsequent action. 

Analysis of Data 

The expert should provide a written report detailing h 1 1, 
or her opinion of the adequacy of the collection for support 
of the proposed program. The library should supplement this 
report with statistics such as gross size of the co -ctlon, 
volumes added m the field, and so forth. The library staff 
and the expert should prescribe any sL^ps to be taken, if 
needed, to bring the collection to adequacy. 
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For Further Rf-adlng 



List Checking 

Lancaster, F. w. Measurement and Fvaluatinn of Library 
SerY l ce - Washington, D.C.: information Resources, 
1977. Chapter 5, "Evaiuation of the Coiiection," 
Includes an excellent discussion of list checl< ing on 
pages 177-178. 

TJarl<s, Larrj,. "Evaluating Literature Collections," RO 12- 
(Winter 1972): 183-185. 



Citat ion Anaiysis 

Lopez, Manuel D. "The Lopez or Citation Technique of In- 
Depth Collection Evaluation Explicated," College and 
Research LIbrar les 44 (May 1983): 251-265. 

Mosher, Paul H. "Quality and Library Collection: New 
Directions In Research and Practice :n Collection 
Evaluation." in Advances in L l hrar i ansh l n 13 (Orlando, 
FL: Academic Press, 1985): 211-238. Mosher discussss 
citation analysis, pages 222-225. 

Nisonger, Thomas E. "A Test of T\ j Citation Checking 
Techniques for Evaluating Political Science Collections 
In University Libraries," Library R esourrof^ ft Technical 
Services 27 (Aprll/June 1983): 163-176. 

Nisonger, Thomas E. "An In-Depth Collection Evaluation at 
the University of Manitoba: A Test of the Lot ez 
Method," Library Resourres «. T.^ chnlcal <ie'r\/ \ rf>c- 24 (Fall 
1980): 329-338. 

Stueart, r.d. and G.B. Miller, jr., eds. Col iect ion 
Deve l onrnftnt m Llbrarif...- jj^^^^^^^^ (Foundations in 
Library and information Science, Vol. 10, Part B), 
Greenwich, CT: jai Press, 1980. Chapters by Shirley a! 
FItzglbbons on "Citation Analysis in the Social 
Sciences," pages 345-372, and Kris Subramanyam on 
"Citation Studies in Science and Technology," pages 291- 
344, are usefu I . 
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CHAPTER 4 
ASSIGNING COLLECTION LEVEL CODES 

The lack of a common language to describe collections 
fas been a ti'^nitional obstacle when preparing collection 
assessment's. However, much vork has been done by collection 
development officers to develop a common language that cm 
be used to des%rlbe collections In a meaningful and 
comparative >^ay. The formnt for this work relies on the use 
Of collection level codes which are assigned to rank subject 
collections relative to the universe of scholarly publishing 
In the fields. Collection level codes developed by the 
Research Libra, les Group, the American Library Association, 
and a coord! -rited collection developrent program In Indian?, 
are described 1" this manual. 

The RLR rnq poectus 

In 1980, the Research Library Group, Inc. Initiated work 
on a tool tha" would facilitate coordinated coMection 
development among Its members. The tool, the BUS 

Conspectus , Is a detailed list of approximately 5,r"^o 
subjects. Memberr asaess their collections and asslgi. 
cod- to describe existing collecting sfength and current 
collecting Intensity. The RLG Cnn^nf>r.tn<i is be • ng widely 
used and Its codes form the bas I b of the American Library 
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Association guidelines and for codes being developed In 
several states. T>>ese codes range from 0 (out of scope) to 
5 (comprehensive) and Include additional coding for 
I anguage . 

It Is essential that assessors review the Manual for the 

26 

North American Inventory of R^j^earch Col lections by Jutta 
Reed-Scott for bacKground and guidance. The RLG Ccnaoectus 
methodology provides a uniform code for describing 
collections and for cornptarlng collections among libraries. 
Using this emerging national classification system Is 
essential for NAAL's long range goal of coordinated 
CO I I ect I on deve I opment . 

For the library component report of the new program 
prooosal» the asressor will want to determine existing 
collection level and desired collecting Intensity. Where a 
new program Is completely new to an Institution, the 
existing collection level may be "out of scope" (0) or 
"minimal level" M). If there are complementary programs at 
the Institution, the level may be as high as "basic 
Informaclon level" (2). Since the program has not 
previously exlst^i at the Institution, It Is highly unlikely 
that the existing collection level will be the same as the 
desired collecting level. 



Jutta Reed-Scott. Manual for the North American 
Inventory of Research Collections . (Washington, D.C. : 
Association of Research Libraries, 1985). 
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In assessing the library collection, select the RLG 



collection level that best describes the collection 
Intensity needed for the new program. For example, a 3 
level Is Intended to support undergraduate and most graduate 
Instruction. Please note in the RLG definition for the 3 
level that the use of the phrase "less than research 
Intensity" Is Interpreted as less than Ph.D. research 
Intensity. A 4 level would support research for a program 
offering the Ph.D. and other Independent research. 

The following codes are used In describing existing 
collection strength and current collecting Intensity within 
the BLQ — Conspectus. in assigning values for existing 
collection strength and current collecting Intensity, It is 
Important to bear these points In mind: 

1. These values describe collections or collecting 
policies absolutely, not relatively. They assume a 
national perspective and a broad cognizance of all 
facets of col lectlng. it is not appropr late to 
designate a level 4 because the collection Is 
strongest in the state. The 4 rhou Id ref lect 
strength in relation to scholarly research. 

2. When the value describes existing collection 
strength. It should relate to the national sheJ'llst 
measurenfient and reflect what Is actually on the 
she I ves . 



3. 



Wh-^n the value describes 
Intens I ty, it represents 
practices, and not do I lev , if 
Imperfectly observed. 



cur rent cc , I ect I ng 
actua I CO I I ect I ng 
that po I I cy Is be Ing 
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The RLG Conspectus ievels are defined as fol lows: 



0 Out of Snone 



The library does not collect In this area. 



1 Minimal Level 



A subject area In which few selections are made 
beyo^ J very basic works. 



2 Basic Infc-matlon Level 



A col lect Ion of up-to-date general materials that 
serve to Introduce and define a subject and ^.o 
Indicate the varieties of information available 
elsewhere. It may Include d I ct lone^r i es , 

encyc loped las » access to appropriate bibl iographic 
databases, selected editions of important works, 
h I stor I surveys, b Ibl lograph les, handbooks, and a 
few major per lodicals. A basic Informat Ion 

CO I i ect Ion Is not suf f i c i ent I y i ntens I ve to support 
any advanced undergraduate or graduate cours'SS or 
Independent study In the subject area Involved. 

3 Instruction Sunnort Level 

A collection that Is adequate to support unde 
graduate and MOST graduate Instruction, or sustained 
Independent study; that Is, adequate to maintain 
knowledge of the subject required for limited or 
generalized purposes, or less than research 
Intensity. It Includes a wide range of basic works 
In appropriate formats, a significant number of 
"classic" retrospective materials, complete 
collections of the works of more Important writers, 
selections from the works of secondary writers, a 
se I ect Ion of representat i ve Journa I s , access to 
appropriate non-b I b I lograph I c databases, and the 
reference and fundamental bibliographic apparatus 
pertaining to the subject. 



4 Research Level 



A col lection that Includes the major pub I Ished 
source mater I a I s requ I red for d I sser tat I ons and 
Independent research. Including materials containing 
research report I ng , new f I nd i ngs , sc i ent i f I c 
exper I men t a I resu I ts, and other I nforniat ion usef u I 
to researchers. It is Intended to Include ail 
I mpor tant reference works and a w I de se I ect Ion rf 
special Ized monographs, as wel I as a very extensive 
CO I I ect I on of Journa I s and ma Jor I ndex I ng and 
abstracting services in the field. Pertinent 
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foreign language materials are Included. Older 
material is retained for historical research. 

5 Comprehensive Lfiv#>| 

A collection in which a library endeavors, so f&r as 
Is rsL Dnably possible, to Include all significant 
works of recorded knowledge (publ Icatlons, 
manuscr I pts, other forms) , In all app I I cab I e 
languages, for a necessar I ly defined and I Imlted 
field. This level of col lect Ing intensity is one 
thfc. . maintains a "special collection;" the aim, If 
not the achievement, Is exhaust I veness . 

Larguagp Codes For Collections 

Language codes are used in conjunction with collection 
Intensity Indicators to signify the language priorities and 
limitations governing the library's collecting policies. 
Although EnglUn Is the primary language for scholarly 
materials m many fields, as, for example, computer science, 
the absence of foreign language materials may alter the 
scope and breadth of a collection. The use of language 
codes allows these differences to be reflected. The 
following qualifiers are used to Indicate the variety and 
scale of languape coverage: 

E English language materials predominates. Little or 
no forelc". I anguage maler : a I Is In the collection. 

F Selected foreign language material Included in 
addition to the English language material 

Wide selectlo.i of material In all app I I cable 
I anguages . No programmat I c dec I s I on Is made to 
restrict materials according to language. 

Material Is primarily in one foreign language. The 
overall focus Is on collecting material In the 
vernacular of the area. 
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In the RLG Conspectus , an assigned value of 3F/3F In a 
subject field would mean that existing collection strength 
and current collecting Intensity both occur at Instructional 
support level. Further, the existing collection Includes 
selected foreign language materials and collecting continues 
at this level. A value of 2E/3F would indicate that the 
existing collection Is at the basic Information level with 
predominately Engilsh language materials. The current 
collecting Intensity, however. Is for a collection to reach 
the Instructional support level with selected foreign 
language materials. 

To be consistent with the methodology, the library 
component report should report existing collection level and 
current collecting Intensity. At a minimum, the library 
component report must note the desired collection level. 

RLG Supplementary Guidelines 

RLG libraries are currently preparing supplemental 
guidelines for some subjects. These guidelines define the 
characteristic of the literature. Identify reference sources 
for access, and Identify standard guides to the literature. 
The guidelines add specific language to the collection level 
codes that specify percentage of materials that should be 
held. These supplementary guidelines will be useful for 
list checking and citation analysis. However, the 
supplemental guidelines are not yet available for general 
distribution, but are planned for publication soon. 
Examples of two supplemental guidelines, for the Education 

60 



Conspectus and for the Natural History and Bloloqy 
Conspectus, are Included in Appendix D. 

RLG Verification Studies 

Another RLG program of verification studies Is designed 
to ver I f y the col lect Ion I eve I codes reported to the RLG 
Conspectus- Ver l f I cat Ion studies test col lect Ion coverage, 
absolute and relative strengths, overlap, collection size 
and range to Insure the codes are accurate descriptions of 
col lect Ions. These ver I f I cat Ion studies are being 

undertaken to standardize application of t'le codes; that is, 
to Insure that a 4 level at one Institution Is comparable to 
a 4 level at another. Libraries completing a conspectus 
category participate In a verification study by examlnU-ig 
their holdings In relation to other libraries completing the 
same category. Holdings are reported as percentages of the 
the materials found In the collection using a set of 
verification materials selected for the subject. 
Event ua My, these reports shou I d prov Ide a range for the 
percentage of scholarly output expected to be In a 
collection at a given level. These studies arf5 pianned for 
publication but are not yet available. Three examples, 
summary statistics for Agricultural Econonlcs, Renaissance 
an. Baroque Art, and French Literature, are Included In 
Appendix E. 
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American Library Association Guidelines 



The Resources and Technical Services Division of the 



American Library Association Is drafting descriptive codes 
for use In Identifying existing collection strength and 
current collecting Intensity. These guide, ines are a 
modified and expanded adaptation of the definitions 
developed by the Research Libraries Group and the Alaskn 
library consort : urn wh Ich Includes libraries of all types. 



0 Out of Scope 



The library does not collect In this area, 
la Minimal, with uneven coverage 

Unsystemat Ic representat Ion of subject . 



lb Minimal, but chosen well 



Few selections ai e made but basic authors, core 
works, and Ideological balance are represented. Can 
support the most fundamental school, public, and 
academic library Inquiries. For schooi and public 
libraries, would Include toys, manipulative objects, 
and other three-dimensional objects. 



2a Basic information iavel 



A collection of up-to-date general materials that 
serve to Introduce and define a subject and to 
lr;dlcate the varieties of Information available 
e I sewhere . 1 1 may I nc I ude d I ct I onar I es, 

encyclopedias, historical surveys, bibliographies In 
print format or available through online databases, 
and periodicals, audio-visual material, and software 
In the mini mum number and range of coverage that 
wl I i serve the purpose. A basic information 
collection can support school Instruction and 
routine public Inquiries, but Is not sufficiently 
Intensive tD support higher level academic courses 
or I ndependent study or the wl de-rung I ng 
recreat I ona I read i ng demands of a h I gh I y-educated 
genera I publ Ic. 
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Augmented l nf ormat \ nn \ AVf> i 



As above, except a few major periodicals, selected 
edi t Ions of Important works, wider select Ion of 
reference materials. 

3a Basic ?st udv level 

Includes the most Important primary and secondary 
I I terature, a se I ect Ion of bas I c represent at i ve 
Journa I s/per lod lea I s, and the fundament a I reference 
and bibliographical Luols pertaining to the subject. 
Adequate for Independent study, for advanced 
secondary school educat Ion, and for the II felong 
learning needs of the general public, with coverage 
at all appropriate reading levels. 

3b Intermediate Inst ruction;^! level 

As above, except a wider range of basic monographs, 
wider select Ion of the more Important wr I ters and 
secondary mater la I s, stronger Journa I /per lod lea I 
support , &nd add 1 1 lonal non-pr I nt mater la I germane 
to the subject. Collection adequate to support term 
paper writing at the undergraduate or Junior college 
level . 

3c Advanced I nstru ct lona I I fiVfi | 

As above, except adequate to support the course work 
of advanced undergraduate and master's degree 
programs, or sustained Independent study; adequate 
to ma I nta I n know I edge of a subject requ I red for 
I Imlted or general purposes, but not strong enough 
for or I g I na I research I n a sub Ject . It I nc I udes 
complete collections of the works of the Important 
authors, se lect Ions from the works of secondary 
writers, a selection of representative 
Journals/periodicals, and all the referencj tools 
and fundamental bibl lographic apparatus pertaining 
to the subject. Access to software and computer 
applications may be required, particularly in 
technical, scientific, and quantitative fields. 
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4 Research I 



A collection that Includes the major published 
source mater I a I s requ I red for d I sser tat Ions and 
Independent research, Including materials containing 
research reporting, new findings, scientific 
experimental results, conference and symposia 
proceedings, and other Information useful to 
researchers regardless of format or physical medium. 
It Is I n tended to I nc I ude all I mpor tant reference 
works and a wide selection of special I zed 
monographs, as we I I as a very extensive col lect Ion 
of Journa I s and major I ndex I ng and abstract I ng 
services In the field or access to their electronic 
equ I va lents. Older mater la I Is reta I ned for 
h I stor I ca I research . 

5 Comnrehensl ve levfcl 

A collection In which a library endeavors, so far as 
Is reasonably possible, to Include all significant 
works of recorded knowledge (publications, 
manuscripts, other forms). In all applicable 
languages, for a necessarily defined and limited 
field. Holdings of artifacts, analogous to a museum 
col lection, or archival col lections. If present, 
should be Indicated In scope notes. This level of 
CO I I ect I ng I ntens I ty Is one that ma I nta I ns a 
"special collection;" the aim. If not the 
achievement. Is exhaust I veness . 
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Indiana coord mated collection De velonmf>nt Program 
Libraries In Indiana are engaged In a coordinated 
coM<?ctlon development program that bases Its assessment 
process on the RLG Consnf>rtM<^ . Tne Indiana project Nas 
expanded the RLG guidelines fo*- use with collections other 
than research level. This expansion Is Included to help 
clarify the level codes. 

Each succeeding collection level Is presumed to be 
Inclusive of those which precede It, 

0 Out of ScQoe 

The library does not collect In this area, 

1 Minimal Lf>vp>l 

A subject area In w^^ch few selections are made beyond 
very basic works. Basic materials purchased Include: 

a) Introductory textbooks, and 

b) descriptive, concept-oriented works written for the 
Interested layperson with little or no previous 
knowledge of the field. 

Reference materials Include: 

a) Handbooks that define terms and describe the scope 
of the field, and 

b) general dictionaries c encyclopedias, 
2A Basic Information Levg I > I nt roduntnry 

A select I ve col lect ion of mater la I s that serves to 
introduce and define a subject and to delineate Its 

major topics. The Introductory level of a basic 
I n format Ion co I I ect Ion Is on I y suf f Ic I ent to support 
I ntroductory level courses and the beg I nn I ng stages of 
Independent study. The collection shoulo o^fer an 

adequate base for students attempting to locate general 
I n format I on , A I though t Is not des I gned to prov I de 

support for ail subtopics In subject areas. It shou'd be 

comprehensive enough to support broad subject areas. It 

should Include some basic materials that direct the use^ 

lO other relevant Information, 
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The «Jaslc Information Level collection should Include 
all Items listed as basic materials In level 1. In 
addition, It should Include: 



a^ basic explanatory works, IncluQing selected text- 
b oks, 

b) historical descriptions of the development of the 
sub Ject , 

c) general works devoted to major subtopics In the 
field, and 

d) additional explanatory works about the theories, 
research, and other works of major figures In the 
field. 

It should also include the basic reference sources 
mentioned In level 1 as we I I as most of the following: 
Important bibliographies, handbooks, guides, 

Directories, and encyclopedias or dictionaries that 
cover a range of disciplines within a subject area. 

Intermediate Instructio nal Level 

The I ntfjrmed I ate Instructional support level provides a 
basic Introduction to the subject for a student In first 
and second year undergraduate courses suf f I c I ent to 
support a I I papers and c lass ass I gnments . The 
Intermediate level Includes: 

a) a selection of basic monographs and periodicals on 
the general subject as well as on subtopics covered 
In the undergraduate curriculum, and 

b) a broader selection of works by Important authors as 
we I I as works descr I b I ng and eva I uat I ng the I r 
theories, researcn, and/or writing. 
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Instructional Support Lgv^ | 



This level supports advanced undergraduate and master's 
degree courses. The collection includes: 

a) a broad range of monographs, ser la I s, and other 
appropriate formats, an-* all the seminal works in 
the broad subject area and all major subtopics, 

b) complete works of the most important authors In the 
native language or In English translation, 

c) a substantial collection of works by secondary 
authors, and 

d) works that describe or evaluate theories, research 
or wr'tlngs of Important authors. 

Most of the Important reference tools. Including major 
periodical Indexes, abstracts, and bibliographies are 
a I so I nc I uded . 

4 Research Level 

A collection that Includes the major published s urce 
materials required for dissertations and Independent 
research, I nc I ud I ng mater la I s conta I n I ng '-esearch 
report I ng , new f I nd I ngs , sc I ent I f I c exper imenta I 
resu Its, and other I n format I on usef u I to researchers , 
It Is Intended to Include all Important reference works 
and a wide selection of specialized monographs, as well 
as a very extensi ve col lect Ion of Journals and major 
Indexing and abstracting services In the field. 
Pertinent foreign language materials are Included. 
Older material Is retained for historical research, 

5 Cor'^rehens I ve > eve l 

A collection In which a library endeavors, so far as Is 
reasonably possible, to Include all significant works of 
recorded knowledge (publications, manuscripts, other 
forms). In all applicable languages, for a necessarily 
defined and limited field. This level of collecting 
Intensity Is one that maintains a "special col lect. on;" 
the aim. If not the achievement. Is exhaust I veness , 
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CH^' ER 5 
PREPARING THE REPORT 

The library component of the new program proposal Is a 
written evaluative statement that describes the existing 
collection and e\ luates Its ability to support the proposed 
program. The report describes rhat wl'' oe needed for ;he 
collection to achieve and sustain the desired collecting 
Intensity and defines the one-time and ongoing costs 
associated with tha;- collection level. 

The amount of detail In tne report is determined by the 
assessor and Is selected to '^"pport the evaluative 
Judgments. In general, the report Includes: 

1. An overview o*- the library; 

2. A description of the existing and desired collecting 
I eve I s ; 

3. A description of the subje<:t field being assessed; 
^. The results of the assessmemt, 

5. An Interpretation of t»-3 data supplied by the 
assessment . 

6. A prescription of what will be needed to reach the 
desired collecting level; and 

7. A statement of one-time and ongoing costs associated 
with attaining and sustaining the collection at the 
des I red I evel . 

The assessor may want to confer Ith the de^artment 
faculty when Initial Interpretations of the data have bee.i 
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made. The facu ty can help with the Interpretation, Insure 
that the description of the subjects and *:h't!r ur« are 
correct, and assist In recommendations for ach' Ing 
collection adequacy. An early conference with the faculty 
can heip prevent a surprised reaction to the written library 
component report. Appendix F contains a sample entry 
distributed by ACHE which describes a format for the library 
component report. 

Overview of the Library 
Each library component usually begins with an overview 
of the I lb»-ary that will support the program. This may be 
the main Ibrary or. In decent ra I 1 5:ed systems, a 
departmental library. The overview should describe briefly 
the total holdings of monographs, serials, and other special 
materials such as government documents, microforms, or 
audio-visual materials. If the library Is a member of a 
cooperative organization that has Impact on the collection 
and access to materials, this should be noted. 
Participation In special projects wh.ch strengthen the 
library's holdings or Ziccess to materials (such as union 
listing) may be Included. 

If collections In other libraries will be used by the 
program's students, faculty and researchers, these 
CO I I ect I ons shou I d be descr I bed briefly In the overv I ew . 
Strengths and weakn?iss of the collections should be Includi^d 
as well as a description of their accessibility to the 
users. If they form an Important part of the resources to 
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be use 1 in the program, details should be Included In the 
data section of the report and the results of any assessment 
Included in the Interpretive and evaluative portions of the 
report . 

Describi ng Collection Levels 
The assessor should descrloe the existing collection 
level and the desired collection level needed to support the 
program. The RLG rnnsoectus or the American Library 
Association collection level cc^es may be used. The letter 
code for language coverage should be Included for both the 
existing and deslrer* collection levels. If there are any 
otner appi Icable i Ibrary standards, Identify and describe 
any of their recommendations which were used in the 
assessment . 

Uesc/lDtion of the Subject Fi^id 
The \ \briiry component report should parallel the 
description of the subject field being evaluated. 
Organisation and sequence of the Information In this section 
are left to the assessor's Judgment. in general, there 
should be an overview of the collection beMy evaluated, an 
Indication of gross size, the primary and secondary subjects 
Includer^, and the characteristics ^f the communication of 
Icnowledge In the field. To describe the primary and 
secondary subjects, some reports Include an appendix of the 
c I ass i f I cat Ion numbers where mater I a I cou Id be found for 
research in the field. While not an ACHE requirement, this 
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Is especially helpful If tne subject draws from a large 
number of distinct fields. This listing would also be 
useful In stating an Initial collection development policy 
for the subject. 

C:^unlcatiQn of Knowledge In l"hft FIftK 
The characteristics of scholarly communication In the 
f leld :>hould be described. Among the elements that wl I I 
Impact the assessment are: reliance on monographs, serials, 
or other materials; dependence on current or retrospective 
materials. Some fields have a much broader scope of 
literature, for example, American literature has a much 
broader scope In comparison to computer science. The 
breadth of the field, as a characteristic of Its literature, 
should be noted. Some disciplines rely more on scholarly 
publication, for example, Russian history has a different 
scope than mass communication, ano this characteristic 
should be noted. 

Reporting Results of the Ag^te^tc^fy^ftp^ 
Size of the Collection 

The ^ross size of the collection should be reported as 
number of monograph titles, number of current serials 
subscriptions, and number of other special materials (such 
as documents, patents) which are Important resources. The 
number of monographs may be estimated from shelf list count*; 
or obtained from an automated circulation system If the 
entire rol lection Is loaded In the database. 
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In addition to gross size, the as^'^.essor may report rate 
of growth over the past several years If this statistic Is 
readily available for the collection. If special emphasis 
has been placed on purchases In any of the areas Included In 
the collection, this should be noted. Descriptions of 
serial titles l^eld should note retros.oect I ve coverage and 
the avallablllcy of complete runs versus recent 
subscriptions wnere retrospective volumes were not added. 

If the subject being assessed draws on existing 
collections, the assessor may decide to evaluate only the 
new component. if that is the case, the report should 
Identify the areas which were not evaluated and ,iote their 
existing collection levels. The assessor should be able to 
state that these areas of the collection are adequate for 
the proposed new program. 

Interpretation of Data Collected 

Each assessment methodology selected and its application 
for this assessment should be described. if list checking 
was used, identify the list used and the rationale for its 
selection. if citation analysis was used, identify the 
source of the citations and the rationale for its selection. 
Report the number of citations actually checked and any 
variations sucn as deleting foreign language or unpublished 
materials *rcm the checking. if a sample was used, report 
the sample size. if a consultant was used, documentation of 
the expert's background and experience should be inciuaed 
along with the consultant's report. 
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It Is helpful to report and Interpret separate findings 
for monographs, serials, other p. Inted materials and 
materials In ler formats. The discussion of findings 
Should Include the rate of success for holdings checked. 
Based on the characteristics of the literature, the strength 
of current and retrospective holdings should be discussed. 
If notable holdings (such as key sets of monographs or long 
runs of serials) are Identified, the discussion should 
Include a Judgment of their Importance. In Identifying 
serials to be added, the report should note not only new 
subscriptions but additions to backflles for both new and 
current ly-heid se'' la Is. 

Since every library cannot be expected to own every 
needed Item, the assessor may wish to substitute access for 
ownership in some classes of materials. The location of 
these materials and their availability to users should be 
noted. Since there are barriers to use when materials are 
located off-site, these should be noted. Access Is 
especially valuable If formal resource sharing arrangements 
are operable which supplement traditional Interllbrary loan 
arrangements . 

While most of the assessment tools used will Includ** 
some materials classified as reference, the strengths of 
reference materials In providing access to the collection 
should be discussed. The availability of standard reference 
works. Indexing and abstracting services, and machine- 
readable databases, etc., should be noted. Since 
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availability of staff Is critical In making the collection 
accessible, this may be discussed by the assessor. it Is 
especially Important to Include an assessment of staff need. 
If additional staff will be needed to serve the program. 

Description of N ^eds to Achieve Desired level 
A summary evaluation drawing from the assessment 
techniques and the assessor's Judgment should state whether 
the current collection Is adequate to support the proposed 
program. The assessor should state the desired collection 
\eveV from the RLG Conspectus procedures and state whether 
the collection meets this level. if not, describe what 
measures must be undertaken to attain the desired collection 
level. Further, the report must Include a statement of one- 
time funding which should be spent Immediately upon approval 
of the program and a statement of on-going costs associated 
with sustaining the collection at the desired level. The 
costs may be categorized Into monographs, current and 
retrospective; ser'als, current and retrospective; other 
materials, other formats (including online databases). Do 
not I nc I ude I I sts of mater I a I s to be purchased I n the 
report . 

Special factors, such as staff and facilities, which 
will Impact the accessibility of the collection may be 
noted. While not a part of collection assessment In the 
strictest sense, accessibility to the materials may be 
critical to the success of the library In supporting the 
program. 



F Inane In I «;iinnor» 
For al I additions to the col lection, an approximation of 
costs to obtain the needed materials must be Included. This 
estimate should Include: 

1. Estimated one-time costs to be expended upc n 
approval of the program; 

2. Estimated rn-going costs to sustain the collection 
at tne desired collection level. 

There rre several sources, none completely satisfactory, 
for materials' pricing data The Bowker Annual Includes 
indexes for materials pricing. These are published annually 
for the preceding year. The hardcover book Index reflects a 
broader spectrum of materials than Is generally purchased by 
academic libraries and should be used with caution. Local 
expenditures data, «f available, may be used to modify the 
Bowker data. On the other hand, the periodicals Index may 
reflect a narrower range than most university subscriptions 
and may also need to be modified by local data. 

The vendors offering approval plans si'opiy cost data as 
part their manag3mc>nt reports. They usually include the 
total list cost If all books In a category were purchased 
and the average list or Ice for books In the category. If 
cost data Is available for several years. It may be possible 
to forecast anticipated Increases. 

Choice annually publishes price Information for academic 
books. The price Information Is complied using the reviews 
appearing In Ch o Ice during the previous calendar year. The 
data Include flgurc»s for the number of titles published and 
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reviewed by field, the percent of total titles this number 
represents, and the average price per title for books in 
each field. In addition, the table compares the data with 
other years so that trends In prices can be determ I ned . 

Periodical price Indexes have appeared annually In the 
October 1 issue of Library Journa I : however, the date seems 
to have moved to the April 15 Issue In 1986.^® In addition, 
periodical price updates have been published In the Ser I a i s 
Librarian since 1981.^^ 

Forecasting estimated costs Is an Inexact exercise. 
"Forecasting Price Increase Needs for Library Materials: 
The University of California Experience" describes one 

library's experience with price forecasting. Although this 
article focuses on forecasting fc the annual materials 



27-. , ^ 

Souplset, Kathryn A. "College Book Price 
Information, 1986," Choice 24 (March 1987): 1006-1010, 
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R . Lowe I I , 
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F. Clasquln. "The 1978-80 Faxon Periodical Prices 
Ser la Is llbrar Ian 5 (Spring 1981 ): 81-90; Gerald 

"Periodical Prices 1979-1981 Update," Ser I a I s 
5 (Spring 1981): 91-93; Rebecca T. Lenzlnl, 
"Periodicals Prices 1981-1983 Update," Ser lais i_ ibrar lan a 
(Winter 1983): 107-116; Rebecca T. Lenzlnl. "Periodical 
Prices 1982-1984 Update," Serials [ Ibrarlan 9 (Winter 
1984): 13-24; Rebecca T. Lenzlnl. "Periodical Prices 
1984-1986 Update," Serials L ibrarian 11 (September 1986;: 
107-1 15. 
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"Forecasting Price Increase Needs for Library 
Materials: The University of Callforila Experience," 
Library Resources & TRrhn ical servirgs 9r (Apr I I /June 1984): 
136-148. 
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budget, the process can be helpful in forecasting for the 
new program cost estimates. 

I n add 1 1 1 on to the sources I dent I f I ed In this manua I , 
there are other sources for price Index Information. 
Appendix G contains a list of sources prepared by the 
American Library Association, 

Institutions submitting new proposals vary In their 
treatment of the Information supplied by the library 
faculty. T.ie full prograrr. proposal may Include the library 
component as submitted by the library facul*:y or It may 
summarize the Information. However the library component Is 
used, the cost estimates for library materials must be 
Included the overall budget projections given for the new 
program. 

Executive Sunmarv 
The executive summary should be brief and contain only 
relevant Information: the basic requirements are a 
statement of desired collecting level needed for the new 
program with an assessment of whether the library 
collections are adequate or Inadequate. If the latter, 
state what Kind of effort In dollars, acquisitions, and 
staff will be required over how 'ong a period of time. The 
execut I ve summary shou I d I ntroduce the I I brary component 
report with the report Itself serving ar- the documentation. 
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Soeciat Case5i 
Collections Supporting Joint Programs 

A number of Institutions have proposed Joint programs of 
study and preparation of the library component for these 
proposals require a somewhat different approach to 
collection assessment. First, the staff for the 

participating libraries n^ed to determine the pattern of use 
that students, faculty, and researchers will follow for the 
Joint program. will users In both Institutions need equal 
access to all fibrary collections? WIN the library 
col lections be roughly equivalent or will there be a 
division of collecting responsibilities? Should the 
assessment treat the library collections as one or should 
separate assessments be completed for each library? The 
answers to these questions will need to be determined 
through consultation between the two library facjitles and 
between the library faculties and the departmental 
facu I t I es . 

A Joint proposal will require a high degree of 
Cu^unlcatlon to Insure that all participants are In 
agreeirent. As a result. Joint proposals may require more 
t Ime to comp i ete. 

Additional assessment measures may need to be ^pplied In 
Joint proposals. Methodo I of I es that explore the degree of 
overlap as well as Identify unique titles may be Important. 
The Amigos Bibliographic Council offers a collection 
analysis service of machine-readable tapes that studies 
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overlap. Reports that detail degree of overlap by specific 
classification numbers and Identify unique holdings are 
available. If libraries submitting a report for a Joint 
program proposal have completed retrospective conversion for 
the subject Melds being assessed, the overlap study might 
be a usef u I too! . 

Coi lections Supporting Two or More Similar Programs 

Occasionally, an Institution v: ^ I I submit proposals for 
new programs that are closely allied and that will 
essentially draw their resources from the same library 
materials. If the library determines that this Is the case 
and determines that the same assessment will suffice, then 
It Is acceptable to use the same library component report 
for the proposals. This Is on! v acceptable If the proposals 
are being submitted to ACHE at about t\\3 same time. If as 
much as 18 months to two years lapses between submission of 
the proposals to ACHE, the assessments would likely result 
In different findings and separate reports should be 
subm I tted . 
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CHAPTER 6 

COLLECTION ASSESSMENT FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

Revi ew of FX I St I no Programs 
In 1984, the Alabama Commission on Higher Education 
began a five-year cycle of review of existing academic 
programs offered by Alabama academic Institutions. The 
process to be used for this comprehensive review Is 
determined by each Institution and may or may not require an 
assessment of the library resources supporting the program. 
Where an Institution chooses to assess the library 
collection In Its review, the methodo log I es outlined In this 
manual may be useful. In addition, the assessor may want to 
consider using some of the user-centered assessment 
methodologies outlined by Blaine H. Hall in his C ol lert ion 
Assessment Manual for Coi i^^^ > p d univpr^itv Lihr^^n^^ 31 

Statewide CQQDery»tlve rnH^nt ion n^V^ lr^n«,f . n t 

The objective of the Network of Alabama Academic 
Libraries Is to coordinate statewide resource sharing. An 
Important component of this program is cooperative 
collection development. it has undertaken a project of 
program assessment and funds proposals to strengthen 



31 

Hall. Collection As«tf»«^f;[Tiftri| pp. 28-68, 
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statewide library resources. As part of the funding 
activities, the Network requires submission of an 
"Institutional plan for collection development" which 
requires an assessment of the urogram area In which NAAL 
funds will be spent. A copy of the guidelines for the NAAL 
Collection Development Program is Included In Appendix h. 

Collection Deve i nn ment Pol Inv 

It Is not the purpose of th I s manua I to d I scuss the 
writing of a collection development policy. However, a 
written collection policy In each of the Alabama's academic 
Institutions Is an Important step toward meeting NAAL's 
objectives for resource sharing, coordinated collection 
development, and collection enhancement on a statewide 
basis. The planning, evaluation, and report w/ltlng that 
results In a new program proposal demonstrates tangible 
progress toward NAAL's goals. The results of an assessment 
can be used as preliminary docunientat I on for the 
Institution's own collection policy. Strengths to be built 
on and weaknesses to be corrected can be Identified. 

Lach library completing a library component report Is 
urged to take the next step and write a collection 
development pol Icy for the subject under rev lev*. These 
policies will become Important tools for communication among 
NAAL's members. 
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APPENJIX A 



National She Jf I 1st Count Sampling Procedure 

Obtal several coored cards to use as markers. 

Number all shelf I 1st drawers In one consecutive 
sequence . 

Draw 100 random number- 1 to n, wherv n « the largest 
number I n the shel f I I st sequence. Use a ranaom number 
table from a statistics textbook. 

Arrange numbe'-s In serial order. Draw numbers In a 
random order, e.g. 20,5,13,2 and arrange as 2,5,13,2C. 

Pull the drawer that corresponds to the first drainer 
numbe»- and set 1 1 on a table. Pull cards forward until 
tLey are packed tightly together. 

Using a ruler, mea«^ure 100 millimeters from the front 
in^o the drawer. Mark this spot with a colored card. 

With the catalog cards still packed tightly, measure an 
additional 20 millimeters Into the drawer and mark this 
spot with another marker card. 

Count and record the tota I number of 1 1 1 les i n the 20 
millimeter sample. Count eLCh title In an analyzed 
monographic series. (These are title analytics made for 
separate titles In an established series where each 
constitutes a single, separately-authored work,) Do not 
count continuation cards In sets. Do noc count spacer 
or divider cards. 

When all randomly selected shelf I 1st drawers have been 
sampled, calculate the average number of titles per 
ml I I imeter. The average number or 1 1 1 1 e-s (T) per 
mil' Imeter equals the total number of titles In all 
sample! (S) divided by the number of millimeters In all 
samp les (M) . 

T » S/M 

Note: Once the shelf list has been sampled using this 
procedure, the number of titles per millimeter will have 
been established. Use this avera&e for subsequent 
shel f I I st counts. 
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APPENDIX B 



APPROVAL PLAN MANAGEMENT REPORTS 



Blackwel l North America, In c. 

The Blackwell North America Approval Plan Includes a Subject 
Thesaurus which a library uses to describe its collecting 
policies. The thesaurus contains approximately 5,000 terms, 
hierarchically arranged among forty separate subject 
divisions. These subjrcts are used by Blackwell North 
America to select for approval books that match a 
participating library's profile. 

Each year Blackwell North ,\mer;ca prepares the Aonrovai 
Program Coverage and ros t study for the yea*' of July through 
June. The statistics reflect coverage by Blackwell North 
America of publications In the subjects Included in their 
Subject Thesaurus. The study Includes: 

1. A listing of totals of orl,lnal titles published In 
broad subject '^reas (or combinations of areas) treated 
on approval . 

2. A list of the primary subject areas with the number of 
titles treated In each subject, the cost to purchase all 
titles, and their average list price. For this section, 
each book Is assigned only one subject — the primary 
subject area. There are two subsections: ail books 
treated on approval and university press books only. 

3. An expanded listing, similar In format to the list of 
primary subject arees, except that all subjects assigned 
to a title are taken Into account. This expanded 
listing also Is divided Into "all bookj treated" and 
"university press oooks only." 

4. A listing of the primary subject areas for the previous 
report year. It only Inciudes the "all books treated" 
subsection for comparative purposes. 

5. A list of "all borks ti eated" subsection of the primary 
subject area arranged by the alphabetic portion of the 
LC 'Classification number. 
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Inquiries about the availability of the Blackwell North 
America Approval Program Coverag e and Cost Stndv can be sent 
to: 

Blackwell North America, Inc. 
1001 Fries Mill Road 
Blackwood, NY 08012 



The Baker & Tavlor Company 

Baker & Taylor provides the customers of Its approval plan 
program .# I th an annual "Approval Program Subject Report" and 
"Managanent I nf ormat Ion Repot t : Sub Ject Stat ion" wh Ich 
Include data about academic book production and book prices. 
The survey Is based on tMcles actually purchased by academic 
and research libraries during the fiscal year July through 
June. 

Title production and average list price are provided for 
each of the 131 subject stations In Raker & Taylor's 
approval program thesaurus. Al * academic readership levels 
(undergraduate, graduate, professional, general, 

supp lenentary , and extra-curricular) are Included. 

The average i ist price Is based on both the title mix and 
library purchasing patterns within each subject. For 
example, If the number of lower-priced paperbacks Is high In 
a subject and I libraries purchase a significant number of 
these titles, then the combined publishing activity (number 
of paperbacks) and library purchases will reflect a lower 
average price list. The total cost of purchasing all titles 
In eavh subject Is aiso calculated using this average !lst 
price. There are also subtotals for broader suoject 
coverage which Include number of titles purchased, the 
average list prlc^, and the cost of all the titles If they 
had been purchased. 

Inquiries about the availability of the Baker & Taylor 
Approval Program Reports can be sent to: 

Baker & Taylor 
Midwestern D' vis Ion 
501 S. Gladlolas Street 
Momence, IL 609545-1799 
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APPENDIX C 



ALABAMA COMMISSION ON HIGHER EDUCATION 



National Accrediting and Approving Organizations 
Recognized by the U. S. Department of Education (USDE) 

and/or 

The Council on Postsecondary Accreditation (COPA) 
FIELD, ORGANIZATION & TYPE PROGRAMS 

ACCREDITED AND/OR APPROVED RECOGNIZED BY 

USDS. COPA 

ALLIED HEALTH 

Committee on Allied Health Education & Acer ed 1 tat i (CAHEA) 



For various allied health fie! 'is: 

Assistant to the Primary Care Physician x X 

C> to iechno 1 og 1 st XX 

Diagnostic Medical Sonograi^her X X 

E lectroencep^no 1 graph ic Techn 1 c 1 an/Tech'io 1 og i st X X 

Emergency Med.cai Technician-Paramedic x X 

Histologic Technician/Technologist X X 

•Medical Assistant X x 
•Medical Laboratory Technician (Associate Degree) X x 

Medical Laboratory Technician (Certificate) x x 

Medical Record Administrator X x 

Medical Record Technician X X 

Med lea 1 Techno log I st XX 

Nuclear Medicine Technologist X x 

r -rcupat lona 1 Therapist (four-year oniy^ X X 

Ophthalmic Medical Assistant X x 

Per f us Ion 1 st XX 

Radiation Therapy Technologist X X 

Radiographer X v 

Respiratory Therapist X X 

Respiratory Therapy Technician X X 

Specialist In Blood Bank Technology X X 

Surgeon's Assistant X x 

Surg I ca I Techno I og I st XX 



*NOTE: These fields are also accredited by another 
body. See major headings ^'Medical Assistant 
Education" and "Medical L^ oratory Technician" 



ERIC 



86 cy^ 



FIELD, ORGANIZATION & TYPE PROGR/^MS 
ACCREDITED AND/OR APPROVED 



KEOOGNIZED BY 
QOPA 



ARCHITECTURE 

National Architectural Accrediting Board, Inc. X X 

For first professional program (Bachelor of 
Architecture, 5 yrs. ; Master of Architecture 
w'th pre-prof ess Sona I requirement, 6 yrs.; 
Master of Architecture without pre-prof ess I ona I 
requirement, degree plus 3.5 years.) 



ART 

National Association of Schools of Art & Design X X 

For InstltutlO:^ and units (departments, 
programs, divisions) within Institutions 
offering associate, baccalaureate, and/or 
graduate degree programs In art, design and 
art/desltn related disciplines and non-degree- 
grant I ng Institutions 



BUSINESS 

American Ass€,»mbly of Col I I ate Schools of Business X X 

For baccalaureate and master's deg-^ee programs 
In business administration and management , and 
account I ng 



CHEMISTRY 

Amf/lcan Chemical Society 

For undergraduate programs In chemistry 



CONSTRUCTION EDUCATION 

American Council for Construction Education X 

For baccalaureate programs In construction, 
construction science, construction management, 
and construction technology 
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FIELD. ORGANIZA-^'TN & TYPE PROGRAMS 
ACCREDITED AND/OR APPROVED 



REOOGNIZtD BY 
LSDE CQPA 



COUNSELING 

Council for Accreditation of Counseling and 
Related Educational Programs 

For entry level programs resulting In master's 
or specialist's degree and at lease two full 
acaderiilc years in length in: 

a. counseling In community and other agency 
sett I ngs; 

b. student personnel services In higher 
educat lo.n ; and 

c. school counseling, and doctoral programs In 
counselor edi'oation. 

NOTE: The Council will not review a prograrr where 
the specla'ist degree Is offered as an 
Intermediate degree. 



DEAF EDUCATION 

Council on the Education of the Deaf 

For programs which lead to the certification of 
instructional personnel employed In educatlc \\ 
programs for hearing Impaired children 



DENTAL AND DENTAL AUXILIARY PROGRAMS 
American Dental Association 

For programs leading to the DDS and DMD degree, 
advanced dental spec IcJ I ty programs, general 
practice residency programs, dental hvglenisc 
dental assistant, and dental technologist 



DIETETICS 

American Dietetics Association 

For coordinated undergraduate programs In 
engineering, and graduate programs leading to 
advanced entry into the engineering profession, 
and associate and baccalaureate degree programs In 
engineering technology 
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FIELD, ORGANIZATION & TYPE PROGFLlMS 
ACCREDITED AND/OR APPROVED 



RECOGNIZED BY 
USDE OOPA 



FOOD TECHNOLOGY 

Institute of Food Technologists 

For undergraduate programs In food sc I ence/techno I ooy 



FORESTRY 

Society of American Foresters 

For programs leading to a bachelor's or higher 
first professional degree and related 
resource-oriented programs 



HEALTH SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Accrediting Commission on Education for Health 
Services Administration 

For graduate programs In health policy analysis, 
health S5rvlces adm I n I stre 1 1 on , and health 
p I ann I ng 



HOME ECONOMICS 



American Home Economics 

For home economics units having programs leading 
to baccalaureate degrees 



INTERIOR DESIGN EDUCATION 



Foundation for Interior Design Education Research 

For professional & technical prognm. Junior 
college through graduate levels 
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FIELD, ORGANIZATION & TYPE PROGRAMS 

ACERED I TED AND/OR APPROVED RECOCT I ZED BY 

JOURNAL I SM 

Accrediting Council on Education for Journalism 

and Mass Communication X X 

For professional programs at undergraduate and 
master's degree levels 

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE 

American Society of Landscape Architects x X 

For baccalaureate and graduate degree programs 

LAW 

American Bar Association X X 

For professional law schools. 

Association of American Law Schools X 

For programs leading to the first professional 
degree In law (J.O. or LL.B) 

LIBRARI ANSHIP 

American Library Association X x 

For programs leading to the first professional 
degree 

MARRIAGE & FAMILY THERAPY 

American Association for Marriage & Family Therapy X 

For graduate degree programs and clinical 
training programs 




FIELD, ORGANIZATION & TYPE PROGRAMS 
ACCREDITED AND/OR APPROVED 



RECOGNIZED BY 
LSDE ODPA 



MEDICAL ASSISTANT EDUCATION 

Accrediting Bureau of Health EdUi-atlon Schools 

For private medical assistant schools and programs 
NOTE: CAHEA also accredits medical assistant programs. 



MEDICAL LABORATORY VECHNIC AN 

Accrediting Bureau of Health Education Schools 

For schools and programs for medical laboratory 
techn I c I ans 

NOTE: CAHEA also accredits medical laboratory 
techn I cl an programs . 



MED ICINE 

Liaison Committee on Medical Education of the 
Council on Medical Education 

For programs leading to the M.D. degree and 
programs In the basic medical sciences 



MUSIC 

National Association of Schoo's of Music 

For Institutions and units (departments, 
orograms, divl Ions) within Institutions which 
offer associate, bacca I r reate , and graduate 
degree programs In music and music-related 
d I sc I pi I nes 
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FIELD, ORGANIZATION & TYPE PROGRAMS 
ACCREDITED A^D/OR APPROVED 



RECOGNIZED BY 
USEE OQPA 



NURS I NG 

American Association of Nurse Anesthetists 

For professional schools/programs o? nurse 
anesthet I sts 

Nat lona I Assoc I at I on for Pract I ca I Nurse 
Education and Service, Inc. 

For practical nurse programs, primarily In 
private schools; however, they will accredit 
pub I Ic programs 



Net lone I League for Nursing 

For practical, associate, diploma, 
baccalaureate, and master's level programs In 
nurs I ng 



American College of Nurse MIdwIves 
For programs for nurse midwives 

OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY 

American Occupational Therapy Association 
For occupational therapy assistant programs 

OPTOMETRY 

American Optometric Assoc I a: I on 

For programs leading to the O.D. degree 



97 

91 



FIELD, ORGANIZATION & TYPE PROGRAMS 
ACCREDITED A^D/OR APPROVED 



RECOGNIZED BY 
USDS. QQBA 



PHARMACY 



American Council on Pharmaceutical Education 



X 



X 



For first professional degree (baccalaureate or 
doctorate) 



PHYSICAL THERAPY 



Amer lean Phys I ca I 



Therapy Association 



X 



X 



For entry-level programs (associate depree 
through graduate for physical tuerap! .s and 
physical therapist assistants 



PLANNING 

American Planning Association 
For planning degree programs 



PSYCHOLOGY 

American Psychological Association X X 

For doctoral programs In professional psychology 
and pre-doctoral Internship training programs In 
clinical and counseling psychology 



PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION 

National Association of Schools of Public Affairs and 
Adm I n I strat Ion 

For master's programs In public -iffairs, public 
administration, public policy and closely 
related fields 
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FIELD, ORGANIZATION & TYPE PROGRAMS 
ACCREDITED AND/OR APPROVED 



RECOGNIZED BY 
LSD£ QOPA 



PUBL IC HEALTH 

Council on Education for Public Health 

For graduate schools of public health, and 
graduate programs of feted outside schools of 
public health In community health education and 
!n community health/ preventive medicine 

REHABILITATION COUNSELING 

Council on Rehabilitation Counseling 

For master's degree programs In 
rehabilitation counselor education 

SOCIAL WORK 

Council on Social Work Education 

For baccalaureate and master's programs 



SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY 

American Speech-Language-Hearing Association 

For master's degree programs In speech- I anguage 
pathology and/or audlology 



TEACHER EDUCATION 



National Council for Accreditation of 
Teacher Education 

For baccalaureate and graduate degree programs 



VETER INARY MEDICINE 



American Veter I nary Med I ca I Association 

For programs leading to D.V.M. or V.M.D. and 
two-year programs for animal technicians 
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APPENDIX D 



RLG SUPPLEMENTAL GUIDELINES 

Sudd i ementa i gu I de I i n^5s 
For the Fdunation Con spectus 

Although educational researchers rely h<savlly on Journal 
literature, they also need access to strong collections of 
monographs and government publications In the field. The 
I I St of Journa I S I ndexed I n Current l ndex to Journa Is in 
Education, Education I nriey and Soc I a I Sc I ences C 1 tat I on 
IndeXt will give the bibliographer an overview of major 
Eng I I sh- 1 anguage education Journals and, In the case of 

Educat Ion I ndex > yearbooks . A check of 1 1 1 1 es in the 

bibliographies Included In The Ency clopedia of Educational 
Research (1982) and m Marda Wookbury's A Guide to Source s 

Qf Educational l nformat ion ( 1982) should also prove useful 

In assessing research library holdings In education. In the 
fol lowing supplemental guldel ines. each succeeding level of 
collecting Is presumed to be Inclusive of those that precede 
It. In assigning values for ECS and CCI. It Is Important to 
bear these points In mind: 

1. These values describe collections or collecting 
PO I I c I es absolutely, not re I at I ve I y . Tney assume 
therefore a national perspective and a broad 
cognizance of all f e ::ets of collecting. 

2. When the value describes existing collection 
strength. It should relate to national she I f I 1st 
measurement, reflecting what Is actually on the 
she I ves . 

3. When the value describes current collecting 
I ntensi ty , 1 1 represents actua I co I I ect i ng 
pract I ces . and not do I lev . If that policy Is being 
Imperfectly observed. 

To assist bibliographers In establishing the collection 
levels for education, the level codes have been expanded as 

fol lows: 

0 Qui — Qf — SCfillfi. — The library does not collect In this 
area . 
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1 



Minima l — Level . — a subject area In w Ich few selections 
are made beyond very basic works. 



2 Bailc — Information Level ■ a cciiection of up-to-date 

general materials that serve to Introduce and define a 
subject and to I nd Icate the var I et I es of I nf ormat I on 
aval lable elsewhere. it may Include dictionaries, 
encyclopedias, access to appropriate bibliographic data 
bases, selected editions of Important works, historical 
surveys , b I b I I ogr aph I es , handbooks , a few ma Jor 
periodicals. In the minimum number that will serve the 
purpose. A basic I nf ormat Ion col loot Son is not 
suf f Id ent ly I ntensi ve to support any advanced 
undergraduate or graduate courses or Independent study 
In the subject area. 

3 Instructional Siipport li^v^ i — a collection that is 

adequate to support undergraduate and MOST graduate 

Instruction or sustained Independent study; that \s, 
adequate to maintain knowledge of a subject required for 

I Imlted or general i zed purposes, of less than research 

Intensity. it Includes a wide range of basic 

monographs, complete collections of the works of more 

Important writers, selections from the works of 
secondary writers, access to appropriate non^ 
bibliographic data bases, a selection of representative 

Journals such as a majority of the titles Indexed In 
Education index, and the reference tools and fundamental 
bibliographical apparatus pertaining to the subject. i n 
education COi lections for l nst l tut ions nf ferlna ff^^nh^ .r 

certification, this i eve l I nc l udes a CO II ect I on of 

repref^entat Ive curriculum materials. A basic I l^ct Inn 
Of government docume nts Is included . 

^ Research — Col l ect ion. — a collection that includes the 
major published source materials required for 
dissertations and Independent research. Including 
materials containing research reporting, new findings, 
experimental results, and other Information useful to 
researchers. It Is Intended to Include all Important 
reference works and a wide selection of specialized 
monographs, as well as a very extensive collection of 
Journals such as a majority of titles Indexed In Current 

Index to Journals I n Educat Ion and major Indexing and 

abstract I ng serv Ices In the field. The co I I ect I on 
should Include conference proceedings and publ Icatlons 
of profess I ona I assoc I at I ons . Pert I nent fore I gn 

I anguage mater I a I s are I nc I uded . Government documents 

Included La American and 'orelan i^ducat lon 

col I ect ions. liie Educational Resource s Informatio n 

Center (ERIC) microfi che collection should be Included . 
Older material Is retained for historical research. 
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5 Comprehftns I v«» i wvp | — a collection In which a library 
endeavors, so far as Is reasonably possible, to Include 
significant works of recorded knowledge 
(publications, manuscripts, other forms), in all 
applicable languages, for a necessarily defined and 
limited field. This level of collecting I ntens I ty wou Id 
maintain a national resource of education Journal 
titles. Including almost all of the titles indexed in 
Current index to Journals in Ednr-atinn The aim, if not 
the achievement, is exhaust I veness . 



Supplemental fin 1 de I i n«»s To 
Natural HIstorv ftnd B iotoav r^nspectus 

Biology research relies heavily on serial literature. 
Therefore checking standard lists of major serial titles is 
the most effective way to assess the extent and strength of 
a library's biology collection. Two such lists are the 
"Periodicals indexed" appearing in the Bioioair^^i and 

Agr ICUltlirnI Index. H.W. Wllson Co., (I9I6-, monthly, 

quarterly, annual); and the Serial Sourcas for the B I or is 
Data Ba«;e. Blosis, (1978-, ainuai). 

A review of R. Bianchard and L. Farrell's Guide to 
Agricultural and RlQioairai Rftsearch (Berkeley: U.S. Press, 
1982); R.T. Bottle's Use of Bioloalral I it«»rntlir'' 2nd ed . 
(Archon: 1971); and R. Smith's Guide to the Literature of 
the Life Sciences. 9th ed. (Minneapolis: Burgess, 1980) 
should prove useful in assessing an Institution's reference 
ho I d I ngs . 

In assigning values for ECS and CCi , it is important to 
bear these points in mind: 



1. These values describe collections or collecting 
policies QbSPlUtelv. not relatively. They assume 
therefore a national perspect've and a broad 
cognizance of all facets of collecting. 

2. When the value describes existing collection 
strength, it should relate to national shelf list 
measurement, reflecting what is actually on the 
she 1 ves . 



3. When the value describes current collecting 

intensity, it r«;presents actual collecting 

practices, and not poI lev , if that policy is being 
Imperfectly observed 
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Each succeeding level of collecting li presumed to be 
inclusive of those that precede It. 



To aid bibliographers In establishing the collection 
levels for biology, the codes have been expanded as follows: 

0 Out of Scope. — The library does not collect In this 
area . 

1 Ml n Ima I Leve I . A subject area In which few selections 
are made beyond very basic works. 

2 Basic Information Level. — A collection of up-to-date 
general materials that serve to Introduce and define a 
subject and to I nd Icate the var I et I es of I n format Ion 
ava liable el sewhere . I t may I nc I ude d I ct i onar I es , 
encyc I oped I as , access to appropr I ate b I b I I ograph I c data 
bases , se I ected ed I t I ons of Important works , h I stor I ca I 
surveys, bibliographies, handbooks. In the minimum 
number that will serve the purpose . It will a I so 
Include a few Indexes, such as the Biological and 
Agricultural Index, and a selection of general 
periodicals. Including 30 percent or more of the 
biological titles In the "Periodicals Indexed" section 
appearing In the Biological and Agricultural Index. A 
basic Information collection Is riOt sufficiently 
Intensive to support any advanced undergraduate or 
graduate Instruction or Independent study In the subject 
area Involved. 

3 Instructional Support Level. — A collection that Is 
adequate to support undergraduate and MOST graduate 
study; that Is, adequate to maintain knowledge of a 
subject required for limited or general Izeo purposes, or 
less than research Intensity. It Includes a wide range 
of monographs, access to appropriate non-b I b I I ograph I c 
data bases, and general texts. It Includes the major 
Indexing and abstracting services In the field and a 
wide range of basic serial*;. Including 90 per cent or 
more of the titles pertlner to the subject area being 
described In the "Periodicals Indexed' appearing In the 
Biological and Agricultural Index. 
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ma!or''''ouMi'<:t'^H'°"-'-'' collection that includes the 
d?ssertatrnJJ H materials required for 

dissertations and Independent research includina 

^c ^n ? nc'^xn^M'^^?'""^"' reporting, new nndlnis' 
use?uV io r^^l^l'J^^ other informatTo.; 

::::r I'air arTTn^udeV ^rirL^n'LV': TT'^ 
important reference works and % w I de ' se ect on «f 
co??i;!l''' -°"09^«P^3. It contains a verV ex enslve 
?hi Mt e" Vn WT\ 'ncluding 70 percent 'or n^Te ^f 
Base bl«M Serials Sources for the Blosis Data 

ovJr'the il.r ^^•"P"*^'- search on a selected topic 

Stained fir h T '^""^^ O'^^-- material Is 

retained for h storlcal research. 

e^e^vors^'llo collection in which a library 

endeavors so far as Is reasonably possible, to Include 

:.McVtro'nV.-^nuscri^s. °;ther-Tors> ^T'^^?? 
Mm rne,'.^"^^\T;.r^ - necessarri7'!,'ef,^:d a'd 
aga nj? wMch h«.d?n ^l""^ °' * bibliographic standard 

aim. If not the achievement. Is exhaust I ver.ess 
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VERiriCATION STUDY IN FRENCH LITERATURE 
Summary Stati8tlcs--Totol8 



Inst Itut Ion 



Titles 
Ha I d 



Total 
Titles 



Percentage 



Conspectus 
Values 



Library of Congress 620 

B«rkely 519 

Y a I • 6 16 

Princeton 603 

N«w Yor k Pub I I c 597 

Columbia 535 

Cornell 549 

Michigan 523 

Iowa 50 2 

Stanford 479 

Pennsylvania 476 

Northwestern 457 

JohnsHopKlns 416 

Brown 42a 

Dartmouth 374 

Davis 365 

Tsjple 346 

Nsw York University 338 

Brigham Young 308 

PsnnSlate 307 

ColoradoStQts 163 

Mson : 457.7 

Standard Deviation 126.9 



1,000 
1 . 0^0 
1,000 
1:000 
1.000 
1,000 
1,000 
1 , 000 
1,000 

1,000 
1.000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 

1.000 
1,000 
1,000 



62 . 0% 
6 1.9% 
61.6% 
60 . 3% 
59 . 7% 
55 . 5% 
54 . 9t 
52.3% 
50 . 2% 

47 . 9% 
47 . 6% 
45 . 7% 
41.6% 
40 . 0% 
37 . 4% 
36.5% 
34 . 6% 
33 . 8% 

30 . 8% 
30 . 7% 
16.3% 



4/4W 
4/4 

4/4W 
4/4 

4;y/4F 

4/4F 
4/4W 
4/4 
4/4Y 

4/4Y 
4/4 
4/4 

3/3 
4/4 
3/3 
4/4F 

3/3Y 
3/3F 

3/3W 
4/4 
3/3 



1 . 27 
1 . 27 
1 . 24 
1.14 
1 . r9 
0 . 76 
0.71 
0.5: 
0 . 34 

0.16 
0.14 

0 . 00 

-0 . 32 

-e . 45 

-0 . 65 

-0 . 73 

-0 . 88 

-0 . 94 

-1.17 
-1.18 
-2 . 32 
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VERIFICATION STUDY IN RENAISSANCE k 3AR0QUE ART 

Part I 

Summjry Stat!fltic«--Totaifl 



Institution 

Library of Congress 
Yals Jnlvsrslty 
B • r k • I • y 

New York Public 
Metropolitan Museum of Art 
University of M I ch f gen 
Clark Art Institute 
Art Institute of Chicago 

Cornell University 
New York University 
Cleveland Museum of Art 

Stanford 

University of P e n n s y I v a n n I a 
Johns Hopkins 

Indiana University 
Dartmouth University 
Rutgers 
Northwestern 
Tempi e 



Titles 

Held 

385 
362 
36 1 
345 
332 
324 
3 1 7 
3 1 5 

297 
292 
283 
?76 
263 
259 

239 
2 1 6 
1 69 
1 28 
1 1 9 



Total 
Titles 

5eo 
5ee 
5ee 
5ee 
5ee 
5ee 
5ee 
5ee 

5ee 
5ee 
5ee 
5ee 
5ee 
5ee 

5ee 
5ee 
5ee 
5ee 
see 



Percentoge 

77 . ex 

72.4% 
72 . 2X 

69 . ex 

66 . 4X 
64 . 8X 
63 . 4X 

63 . ex 

59 . 4% 
56 . 6% 
56.6% 
55 . 2% 
52.6% 
51.8% 



Conspectus 
V a lues 

4/4.4/4 
4/4F . 3/3h 

4/4. 2/2 
4/4F . 3/3W 
4/4W . 3/3W 

4/4. 2/2 



4/4F . 3/3F 
3/3F . 3/3E 
4/4W . 3/4W 
4/4F . 3/3F 
3/3. 2/3 
3/3F . 3/2F 



47 .8% 4W/3F . 3F/3F 

43 . 2% 4/3 . 2/2 

33.8% 3/3 .2/2 

25.6% 4/4 . 3/4 

23 . 8% 3/4F . 2/2e 



SD y r om 
Mean 

1 .37 
1 . 1 e 

1 . ea 
e . 87 
e . 74 
e . 65 
e .57 
e . 54 

e . 33 
e . 27 
e . 1 6 
e . ed 
-e . ee 
- e . 1 1 

-e .34 
-e . 6 1 



1 7 
65 
76 



KImbell Art Mureum 



9 1 



5e0 



18.2% 



2 . e9 



Mean: 268.6 Standard Deviation: 84.9 

♦ ♦Conspectus Values are drawn from the oppllcable line numbers ( A R T 2 8 « A R T 4 1 ) . and Include 
the global value (ART2a) and the most frequently occurring second value. 
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VERt' ION STUDY IN AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS 

"unmary Statlttict-'Tatalt 



I nt t I t u ^ ' an 
Stanford 

LIbrory of Congrats 

Carn«ll University 

UC B« r k« 1 ey 

Yo I • Un I y sr • ! ty 

UC Davit 

N«w Ya rk Public 

Northwestern University 
University af Michigan 
BrighaM Yaung University 
University af lawa 
Ca^orado State 
New York Unl vers I t/ 

University of Penn 'vonnlo 
Brown University 
Dortmouth University 

Meon : 276 . 4 

Stondord Deviation: 42.2 



Titles 
He I d 

332 
326 
32 1 
J 1 5 
.^6 9 
29b 
294 

28 1 
272 
265 
264 
261 
252 

238 
2 1 8 
177 



Total 
T M I es 

369 
369 
369 
369 
369 
369 
369 

369 
369 
369 
369 
369 
369 

369 
369 
369 



Percentage 

98% 
88% 
87% 
85% 
83% 
8 1 % 
88% 

76% 
74% 
72% 
72% 
7 1 % 
68% 

64% 
59% 
48% 



Conspectus 
Values 

4/4F 
4/4W 
4/4W 
3/3W 
4/4F 
4/4F 
4/4F 

4/4E 
4/4W 
4/4E 

4/'E 



4/4W 

1 /2E 
3/3F 



SD f r Of 
H e o n 



31 
1 7 
05 
9 1 
77 
51 
4 1 



e . 1 e 

-0.10 
-0.27 
-0.29 

~0 . 36 
-0.57 

-0.90 
-1.38 
-2 . 35 
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ALABAMA COMMISSION ON HIGHER EDUCATION 
Sample Library Component Report 

EVALUATION OF LIBRARY RESOURCES 
UNIVERSITY OF CENTRAL ALABAMA 
BACHELOR'S DEGREE PROGRAM IN MUSIC THERAPY 



I . COLLECTION LFVEL 

According to guidelines established for collection 
assessment which measure both the extent of existing library 
holdings and the ongoing collecting activity In subject 
fields In terms of academic level, bach>?lor's programs such 
as the one In music therapy are rated at the study level. 
This level Includes a wide range of basic monographs, a 
selection of representative Journals, and the reference 
materials germane to the subject. 

The evaluation of the University's library collections to 
suppot t the study of mus I c therapy I nd I cates that ho I d I ngs 
In general not only meet, but far exceed the criteria for a 
study level collection at the Bachelor's level. This does 
not take Into account the strong resources available at the 
System's iredica! library, whose geographical proximity 
encourages on-site use and obviates the need for access via 
interllbrary loan. A relatively small Investment of funds 
will be necessary to acquire the small corpus of music 
therapy-specific Journals and monographs In areas In which 
def Icienc ICS ex i st . 

The evaluation excluded f ore I gn- I anguage materials. This 
will have little or no Impact on the proposed program since 
lis orientation Is principally professional and there will 
be little use for works published In languages not read by 
most undergraduate students . The I r absence shou I d r<ot 
Inconvenience music therapy faculty either, since It has 
been noted that researchers In the behavioral sciences tend 
to I gnore fore I gn- I anguage pub I I cat Ions . Tha I ow I nc I dence 
of foreign-language works In The PsvcholQav of Music , edited 
by Diana Deutsch (N.Y.: Academic Press, 1982) (herearter, 
Deutsch) and the Journal of MurI c Therapy either confirms 
this or Is evidence that English Is the preferred language 
for publication In this field. 

Reproduced with permission of the 
Alabama Ccmnisslon on Higher Education 
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Sample Appendix Entry 
Evaluation of Library Resources 
University of Central Alabama 
Bachelor's Degree Program In Music Therapy 
Page 2 

I I . MONOGRAPH CQLLFCT IO N ASSE<^5;MF^N T 

The University libraries presently Incljde over 

cataloged volumes ^^^upportlng the UnJversr:y programs of 
Instruction and research. Organized by Library of Congress 
Classification, this collection Includes approximately 

volumes In the area of music therapy and related 

f I el ds. 

Library collections needed to support the new program In 
music therapy fall Into three major subject areas: 1) works 
In music theory, music history, and applied music training: 
2) works In music therapy per s&; 3) works In the psychology 
of music. 

Works In Music Theorv. Music Hlsi'^rv j ^ nd Applied Muslc. 

Llbrary holdings In this area were not reviewed since course 
work for the new program will be Identical to that for the 
existing Bachelor of Music degree, and the necessary library 
resources are already In place. Furthermore, the music 
collection Is currently undergoing extensive development In 
response to a newly Implemented D.M.A. program. 

Works In Music Theraov and Works in i>he Psvchn ioav of Music. 

To assess the adequacy of the existing collections In music 
therapy and music psychology, the University's library staff 
employed a technique known as citation analysis. For the 
present study, they checked all English language citations 
for books and Journals (with the exception of tests, 
dissertations, as well as conference proceedings, because of 
doubts as to which of the latter had actually been 
published) In the five most recent Issues of Journal of 
Music Therapy and in Deutsch, a state-of-the-art review of 
mus Ic psychology I I terature. Together , these two sources 
resulted In a total of 270 citations to monographic titles, 
and 657 citations In 208 Journals. Of 54 monographs cited 

the jQurna I of Musi c Therapy , the Library owns 35, or 

65%. Purchase of the 11 titles still In print that are not 
held would boost the success rate to 85%. Of 216 monographs 
cited In Deutsch, 138 or 63.9% are held by the Library. The 
acquisition of the 35 titles still In print would raise the 
success rate to nearly 81%. Given the -nedlcal component of 
some music therapy I Iterature, a sma I I sample of citations 
was also checked against the Journals received by the 
System's medical library. 
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Sample Appendix Entry 
Evaluation of Library Resources 
University of Central Alabama 
Bachelor's Degree Program in Music Therapy 
Page 3 

To assess the rate of current publishing In these areas, two 
sources were checked. The Library of Congress Su^y iect 
catalog l Ists only 24 EngI Ish-ianguage titles pub I Ished 
s I nee 1 976 , and 8 of these were of an ephemera I or popu I ar 
nature. These findings were confirmed by a random search of 
the last five years of Music index , which cited a number ov 
music therapy publications In French and German but only a 
handf u I I n Eng i I sh . 

Related Monograph ro \ \^nt\nn<i 

As an applied, clinical profession, music therapy draws upon 
the literature of a number of other d I sc I p I I nes : educat I on 
and educat I on research , mus I c and mus I c theory , aud I o I ogy 
and acoustics, speech and hearing disorders, special 
educat Ion , cogn 1 1 1 ve and exper I men t a I psycho logy , anr^ pure 
med.wlne. Given the University's programs In these areas, 
most of them at the doctoral level, there are strong 
supporting library collections. For example, the Library 
subscribes to 297 of the 314 titles covered by Educat Ion 
Indfiil: those not rece I ved are not scho I ar I y or are of 
peripheral Interest. The basic collections In medicine of 
the Hea I th Sc lences LI brary are buttressed by the research 
collections of the System's major medical library readily 
access lb le for on-site I ntens I ve research . Hoi dl ngs I n 
special education were recently reviewed In connection with 
College cf Education accreditation and the site visitor's 
report commented favorably on the range and quality of the 
Library's collections. 

Strong library collections for these disciplines. Including 
a complete file of ERIC documents and a collection of 
dissertations on microfiche assembled by the University of 
Oregon's College of Health, Physical Education, and 
Recreation, resulted In a high success rate In checking 
c.tatlons against Library holdings. 
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Sample Appendix Entry 
Evaluation of Library Resources 
University of Central Alabama 
Bachelor's Degree Program In Music Therapy 
Page 4 

III. SERIAL ASSESSMENT 

To supplement the monograph collection the University 

Libraries currently subscribe to over serial titles; 

of these, approximately are directly or Indirectly 

related to music therapy. 

The Library rece I ves 54 of the 62 1 1 1 1 es ted In the 
Journal of Music Therapy , or 87%. Of the 123 backflle 
volumes, the Library holds 92 of them, or 75%. It Is worth 
noting that with Just the acquisition of a bacl<flle of the 
Journal of Music Therapy , which accounted for 20% of the 
citations, the success rate would rise to 87%. It Is dear 
that the Library receives most of the primary Journals of 
Interest to authors published In the Journal of Music 
Therapy . since the 8 Journals to which the Library does not 
subscribe produced only 9 citations out of the total of 123 
(7%) . 

The broader time span of the literature survey In Deutsch 
produced citations to 146 Eng I i sh- I anguage Journals. The 
Library subscribes to 97 or 66% of the total. More 
significantly, the Library held 425 of the 534 backflle 
volumes cited, a success rate of 80% owing to the fact that 
49 Journals, one-third of the total of 146, produced only 
20% of the cl tat Ions. 
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Evaluation of Library Resources 
University of Central Alabama 
Bachelor's Degree Program In Music Therapy 
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IV. FINANCIAL y^UPPpRT FOR miLFn TlON nPVFinPMFNT 
Ser lals 



The Library needs to place new subscriptions to 14 Journals 

(6 In music therapy, 4 In music psychology, 2 In psychology, 
and 2 In acoustics) to achieve a collection of exceptionally 

high quality In support of the new program. The continuing 

cost will be $ per year at current prices. Some 

Journal backflles will need to be acquired, at a one-time 

cost of $ 

Monoaranhs 

The corpus of non-Journal publications limited strictly to 
music therapy Is small. Since the Library's approval plans 
for new Eng I I sh- 1 anguage monographs currently provide 
coverage of the other literature relevant to music therapy, 

acquisition of purely professional 

publications Is estimated to cost an additional $ per 

year at current prices. Thirty-nine professional society 
publications Issued prior to 1983, mainly by the National 
Association for Music Therapy, are still In print. Their 

acquisition will be a one-time cost of $ . As the 

new program develops. It may be desirable to acquire on a 
one-time basis, second priority monographs In physiology and 
music psychology, at a cost of $ . 

With the ongoing monograph and serial subscription 
commitments and one-time retrospective purchases of 
monographs '.nd serial backflles, the University's library 
collections In support of teaching and research In music 
therapy will achieve study level status and more, and will 
become an Important library resource for the entire state. 



V. RECOMMENDED I IBRARY EXPEND I TURFf; 

Cgntlnuinq One-Tlme 
New Serial Subscriptions 881.80 

Serial Backflles 1 462.20 
New Monographs 150.00 

Retrospective Monographs 685.08 

■"■O**'® $1,031.80 $2,047.25 
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APPENDIX G 

SOURCES FOR INFORMATION ON PRICE INDEXES 



ERIC 



American Library Association 
Resources and Technical Services Division 
Resources Section 
Library Materials Price index Committee 



INFORMATION ON PRICE INDEXES 

Price indexes provide libraries with information on average 
prices of certain classes of materials, as well as an index 
to their increase (or decrease) in price over previous 
years. Price indexes are useful in Justifying budgets and 
allocating funds for library materials. This handout 
provides a list of those indexes which appear yearly in the 
BPWKer Annua I under the sponsorship of the ALA/RTSD/RS 
Library Materials Price index Committee. Additional 
information about the various price indexes accompanies 
those indexes in the Bowker AnmiaJ.. Some of the indexes are 
new, and others undergo changes from time to time. 

U.S. HARDCOVER, MASS MARKET PAPERBACKS, AND HIGHER PRICED 
PAPERBACKS: 

These three indexes are compiled from the citations In the 
WeeKlY Record. 

U.S. PERIODICALS: 

The Periodical Price index is based on selected subscription 
costs of approximately 3200 American periodicals. This 
index also appears annual iy in Library Journa I . 

ACADEMIC BOOK PRICE INDEX: 

Based on data from Baker and Taylor, Blackweil North 
America, and Coutts, this index appears for the first time 
in the 1985 Bowker Annua I . 

Reproduced with permission of the 
Resources and Technical Services Division 
American Library Association 
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COLLEGE BOOK PRICE INDEX: 



Using the reviews from Choice for a calendar year, this 
Index also appears for the first time In 1985, both in the 
BQWKer Annual and m the April issue of Choice . Price data 
for 1983 and 1978 are provided In Choice . July/August, 1984. 

BRITISH ACADEMIC BOOKS: 

Based on reports published by the Center for Library And 
Information Management, Loughborough University. The 
caveats Issued In the Bowicer Annual about these data should 
be noted. 

GERMAN BOOKS: 

Compiled from average prices which appear In the annual 
issue of aucil Uml Buchhandei 1q Zahlen . 

LATIN AMERICAN BOOKS: 

This Index gives the number of titles purchased and their 
average cost brol<en down by 24 Latin American nations. No 
attempt is made to Index the prices, although prices are 
compared to the previous year. 

MEMBERS OF ALA/RTSD/RS LIBRARY MATERIALS PRICE INDEX 
COMMITTEE: 

The following Individuals are currently members of the 
LMPIC. They would I ll<e to be l<ept Informed of any local 
library materials price studies. Chairperson: Dennis E. 
Smith, Library Plans and Policies Division, University of 
California, Berkeley. Members: Dora BIblarz, Arizona State 
University; Mary Elizabeth Clack, Harvard College; Anne E. 
Foley, Chicago Public Library; Steven E. Thompson, Brown 
University; Richard Hume Werking, Trinity University. 
Consultants: Norman B. Brown, University of Illinois; 
Rebecca Lenz I n I , Faxon ; Kathryn A . Soup I set , Tr I n I ty 
University; David B. Walch, California Polytechnic State 
Un I vers I ty . 

For a relatively recent bibliography, "Selected Sources of 
Pub I I shed L I brary Mater la I s Pr I ce I nformat Ion , " see Sal ly F . 
Williams, "Budget Justification: Closing the Gap Between 
Request and Result," Library Resources and Technical 
Services . 28 (April/June 1984), 135. 



Revised March, 1985 

.\. H. Werking 

Tr I n I ty Un I vers I ty 
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APPENDIX H 



NETWORK OF ALABAMA ACADEMIC LIBRARIES 
COLLECTION DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 



PURPOSE 

The purpose of the collection development prograti of the 
Network of Alabama Academic Libraries Is the enhancement of 
statewide library resources In support of graduate study. 
When funds are appropriated to the NAAL collection 
development program, it wl I I have two project activities: 
Collection Development and Collection Enhancement. 



GUI DEL IMP?; 

1. NAAL funds used for collection development must be used 
In established graduate and first professional degree 
program areas recognized by the Alabama Commission on 
H I gher Educat I on In the ACHE I nventorv of Academlr^ 
Programs. 

2. All material (or its surrogate) purchased with NAAL 
funds will be available to the other NAAL Institutions 
through Interllbrary loan. 

3. Bibliographic records for all materials acquired with 
NAAL funds will be added to the OCLC/SOLINET database 
within one year of the purchase. 

4. NAAL collection development funds can only be used In 
addition to normal financing of the library acquisitions 
budget and not as a substitute for such Institutional 
fund I ng . 

5. The Institution must be able to document the expenditure 
of NAAL funds for collection development through its 
Institutional fui d accounting system. 

6. At the ^nd of each NAAL fiscal year, the Institution 
must flit, with NAAL a report of the acquisitions program 
and Its benefit to the Institution and to NAAL. This 
report must be filed before NAAL collection development 
funds can be released for the next NAAL fiscal year. 
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7. All Institutions that receive collection development 
funds must participate In the NAAL resource sharing 
program by making all of the library resources available 
to other NAAL Institutions without charge. 

COLLECTION DFVELQPMENT 

1. Collection Development represents local collection 
bu I I d I ng act I v I ty I ntended to ra I se the I oca I 
acquisition rate In a discipline to a level which more 
nearly corresponds to the level of the ACHE-recogn I zed 
program It Is supporting. 

2. It is. In essence, a supplement to local collection 
funding, and Is a recognition of (a) the proliferation 
of approved academic programs in the state, and (b) the 
historic under-funding of Alabama higher education. 

3. CoSiection Development funds are to be used to support 
i eve I 3 CO I I ect I ng I ntens I ty . 

4. The Collection Development program recognizes the need 
for overlapping collections at level 3 and acquisitions 
under this program serve to distribute the state's 
inter library loan load more evenly. 

5. Because Collection Development funds are Intended to be 
used to Improve local collections, eligibility for their 
receipt Is linked to maintenance of effort. 
Institutions must demonstrate thav I oca I funding for 
materials will not diminish as a result of a NAAL 
Collection Development award. 

6. No Institution Is eligible for Collection Development 
awards until It has certified completion of the 
conversion of the bibliographic records of the 
circulating collection to mach I ne-readab I e format. 
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Each Institution must complete a collection assessment 
In the program area In which naaL funds will be spent 
using the methodology outlined In the NAAL Col lection 
Assessment Manua I . 

Each Institution will file with NAAL an Institutional 
Plan for Collection Development which will describe the 
materials to be purchased with NAAL funds. This plan 

W I I I : 

a. Include the collection assessment document, 

b. Identify the specific subject areas in which 
acquisitions will be made, 

(NAAL recognizes that funds awarded for collection 
development In a program area In the ACHE inventory 

af PrOQ i ams could be used for materials In 

complementary subject areas which support the 
pi'ogram. ) 

c. Identify specific strengths and weaknessess. 

d. describe existing collection strength, 

e. determine desired collection strength, 

f. determine exist I ng col I ect I ng Intensity, and 

g. Identify retrospective materials to be added. 

Acquisitions approved under the NAAL Collection 
Development program would be used to support level 
collecting Intensity. Criteria for acqu I s 1 t I ons under 
this program are: 

a. non-dupl Icatlve materials in circulating 
col lections, 

b. unique serial backflies, 

c. dup I I cat I ve monographs I n c I rcu I at I ng co I I ect Ions , 

d. duplicative serial backflies. 
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COLLECT ION ENHANCFMPNT 



1- Collection Enhancement Is an activity which adds new 
mater lalS to the aggregate of the machine-readable 
holdings of the NAAL members. 

2. Materials acquired under the Collection Enhancement 
program will be those Items that are likely to be 
expens I ve , highly spec I a I I zed mater I a I s , cons I st I ng of 
el ther monographs not prev lous I y ex I st I ng In the 
circulating collections of member libraries, or un ' que 
ser la I s backf I les. 

3. Acquisitions approved under the NAAL Collection 
Enhancement program are to be used to support levels 4 
gnd 5 CO I I ect I ng I ntens I ty . Cr I ter la for acqu I s 1 1 Ions 
under this program are: 

a. non-dup I I cat I ve materials in circulating 
CO I I ect 1 ons , 

b. unique serial backf I les. 

4. Eligibility to receive Collection Enhancement funds Is 
not linked to maintenance of effort. These funds are to 
be used to enhance the un I que research resources of the 
state and are to be made available to all the NAAL 
member s . 

5. Twenty percent of the funds available for the NAAL 
collection development program will be set aside for 
competitive grants under Collection Enhancement 
gu I de i I nes . 

6. Ail Institutions will be eligible to compote annually 
for the Collection Enhancement awards.* Each competing 
Institution will f I le with NAAL a Col lection Enhancement 
proposal which will describe the materials to be 
purchased with NAAL funds. This plan will; 

a. Identify specific strengths and weaknessess , 

b. describe existing collection strength, 

c. determine desired collection strength, 

d. determine existing collecting Intensity, 

e. Identify retrospective materials to be added. 

* The NAAL Col loot I on Development Committee will develop 
procedures for competing for these grants. 

Approved by the Network of Alabama Academic Libraries 
Adv I sory Counc I I on June 16, 1987. 
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